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ABSTRACT




In Bristol's City Centre, Edmund Burke stands in 
black bronze on a gray base. Round about the city's 
most famous MP, autobuses disgorge commuters along curbs 
once quaysides where merchantmen discharged cargoes.
Although no longer the second port of the kingdom, Bristol 
is still a trading city and nearby to Burke's perch there 
remain buildings and streets that were new when, in the 
early eighteenth century, none but London rivaled the volume 
of shipping commanded by Bristol merchants.
The eighteenth century was a more prosperous 
period for other British ports and Bristol had already lost 
its second place position when the revolt of the thir­
teen American colonies once again crushed the city's trade
vi
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Bristol's shipping had been slowly rebuilding since 
a long depression in the 1730s and 40s and the city's mer­
cantile community well knew what the consequences of 
American hostilities would be to their trade. Nevertheless, 
Bristol merchants did not, could not, unite in a single 
strong voice to protest their forthcoming economic disaster.
The source of mercantile disunity is the main theme of this 
study.
Eighteenth century Bristol was in transistion. Walls, 
gates, and corporate institutions of a medieval city were 
crumbling. New streets cut open barriers to traffic flow.
New economics cut open citizenship to any man. New men rose 
up, old families died off.
There remained old guild and government forms and 
traditional honors. The new men wished political power 
and the traditional honors for themselves and their sons.
The old guard had to share power when their heirs did not 
survive economic disruptions. In their turn new men became 
old guard and new men rose again. Cycles of political solidar­
ity and instability came and went in the councils of city 
governemnt and merchant gui1'3
The economic and p *al emersion of a group of
merchants who belong to the Presbyterian congregation at 
Lewin's Mead was central to the political developments of
vii
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mid-eighteenth century Bristol. Building upon the accom­
plishments of prior generations, the Presbyterians began 
to politically emerge in the 1730s. By the 1760s they 
dominated the city's political chambers. Yet circumstances 
were such that they could not hold onto their domination.
New men came into the corporation. The new men united with 
the remnants of the faction who had dominated prior to the 
Lewin's Mead emergence. Thus the Bristol corporation 
in the early 1770s was in a cycle of disunity when confronted 
by the American crisis.
Families who rose economically to upper levels of 
ther mercantile community strove to enter the social struc­
tures which marked the economic elite. Likewise the 
economic accomplishment qualified a family for political 
power and those who qualified economically felt they had 
a right to political power. This equivocation of economic 
and political power in the eighteeenth century Anglo 
society suggests a motivation for the political split-off 
of an American sector of that society.
New men on both sides of the Atlantic wished to have 
the political power connected with their wealth. While out 
of power they shared the same ideology. They were, however, 
striving for the same power while the empire was intact.
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The economic expansion of the post Seven Years War decade 
produced a greater demand for power than the old system 
could provide and thus the breakdown.
ix
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Note: Calenders in Eighteenth Century Bristol
Great Britain adopted the New Style in 1752. The new 
year began on Lady day, 25 March, under the Old Style. Dates 
from 1 January to 25 March in the years prior to 1753 have 
been rendered into New Style. But the Bristol Corporation 
year ended on Michelmas, 29 September in conformity with the 
Exchequer year. The terms of the mayor and sheriffs ended on 
that day; city accounts, burgess and apprentice registers 
were closed out. Wharfage dues collected by the Society of 
Merchant Venturers were totaled in accordance with the civic 
year. In the text dates of the terms of office and of the 
annual tallies of burgesses, apprentices, and shipping are 
designated by the New Style year in which nine months of the 
activity took place. Thus Anthony Swymmer elected mayor on 
29 September 1713 is referred to in the text as having been 
mayor in 1714. The one hundred and fifty-five freemen who 
registered between 1 October 1721 and 29 September 1722 are 
charted on the annual tally for 1722.
Two other local calenders need to be considered: the 
parish and the Society of Merchant Venturers. The parish 
vestry year began in Easter Week. Dating of terms of office 
of churchwarders and other vestry officers as by the New Style 
year in which their term began. The Merchant Venturers 
annual calender ended 10 November. The dates of the terms of 
masters and warders and annual tallies of admission has been 
adjusted to consistent with the Bristol civic year.
x
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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION
The War of Independence is the fulcrum of American colonial 
history. Accounts of the colonial experience written after 
independence manifest an implicit, if not explicit, context 
of eventual revolt. From the American viewpoint, all that 
came before 4 July 1776 draws meaning from the revolt of the 
thirteen colonies and the formation of a new nation. Whether 
the topic is the imperial regulation of trade or the provin­
cial distribution of wealth, the why and the how of the 
emergence of a distinct nation is the implied or expounded 
theme of American studies of our colonial period. The final 
phrase of Charles M. Andrews' England's Commercial and Colo­
nial Policy provides both an example and a summation of Amer­
ican colonial historiography— "all these things must be ta­
ken into consideration by anyone who wishes to understand the 
circumstances that brought on the American Revolution."
The topic of this study, per se, is not American, 
but British— social, economic, and political changes in Bris­
tol, England, during the first three quarters of the eigh­
teenth century. This study is, however, American in so far 
as the events and processes are ordered to explain Bristol's 
initial reactions to the American War of Independence. The 
eventual revolt of the thirteen colonies is the context of 
the story. The story itself adds to the circumstances in 
which the rebellion occured in as much as it recreates a sec-
1
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2tion of the British society against which the Americans re­
belled and explains why one English city, with much at stake 
economically could not effectively unite on a position regard­
ing the American rebellion.
This dissertation began with a supposition and a ques­
tion. The supposition was based upon the observation by Ben­
jamin Franklin that by the 1770s a new and distinct people 
had come into being on the North American continent. The 
differences between the peoples of America and Britian were 
such as to make impossible a common government. The Revolu­
tion resulted from the necessary political adjustment to the 
social reality. The question was how did the American differ 
from the Englishman. The subjects of the question were too 
broad and nebulous. They had to be narrowed to certain Amer­
icans and Englishmen whose lifestyles and career patterns 
could be examined and compared. My prior research in the 
maritime development of New Hampshire made the merchant the 
obvious character to pursue on both sides of the Atlantic. 
Additionally the role of the American merchant the imperial 
regulation of his trade have been continuing themes in colo­
nial and revolutionary historiography.
A fellowship to the University College Cardiff pro­
vided the opportunity to open the British side of the re­
search. The quest for a British seaport of comparable di­
mensions to Portsmouth, NH in the eighteenth century proved 
frustrating. Aerial bombardment during World War II destroyed 
records pertaining to several small seaports on the west of
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
3England. Within practical range of my Cardiff base, Bristol 
became the obvious choice. The richness of the city's ar­
chives and abundant dealings with colonial America made the 
choice more than agreeable, but the size and complexity of 
maritime Bristol rendered a comparison with Portsmouth, NH, 
a town ten times smaller than Bristol in the eighteenth cen­
tury, undesirable. The original plans for a comparative 
study had to be set aside until time might be found for an 
investigation of an American seaport of comparable dimensions.
As my research progressed into the distribution of 
Bristol's trade, the domination of local government by mer­
chants, and the reaction of Bristol's merchant guild and mu­
nicipal corporation to the American crisis, a new question 
came to mind. Why were Bristol's merchants who dominated the 
city's political structure and who depended upon trans-Atlan­
tic shipping for half their trade, unable to unite on a posi­
tion regarding the threat of hostilities in the American col­
onies and convey their united feeling to the king and minis­
ters? The answer was found in factional divisions in the 
mercantile community. These divisions were not created in 
the crisis of the 1770s. They stemmed from a long series of 
events which occurred in the social, economic, and political 
institutions of the city. We will trace some of those devel­
opments through three quarters of a century.
In tracing these developments, the city is portrayed 
in a variety of modes. A delineation of streets sets the 
physical scene of our story. Lorenz curves and distribution
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graphs reflect fluctuations in wealth and occupations. Ship­
ping tallies rise and fall and rise again in parallel coup­
lings with changing population totals and farm prices. The 
traditional attachments to apprenticeship training fades and 
the nature of the city's citizenry mutates. All these aspects 
of the city recreate the world of urban demolition and renew­
al, social delineation and redistribution, and economic de­
pression and recovery which created the characters in our po­
litical story. It is hoped that the examination of these as­
pects of Bristol's social, economic, and political structures 
and developments stands on its own, apart from the American 
context of this study. A few of the changes in Bristol so­
ciety, however, may be informative to American researchers 
who find similar tendencies in American colonial society and 
might be tempted to perceive their findings as unique to 
America and as having contributed to the creation of a re­
bellious society.
Nevertheless the various portrayals of the city are 
presented to convey the contexts of our political theme.
The focus of this study is upon the process by which men rose 
to corporate office and the means by which they attempted to 
retain their status. That process produced a factional struc­
ture in Bristol's governing councils. That factionalism, 
which by happenstance was at a particularly intensive state 
in the early 1770s, prevented Bristol's mercantile community 
from unifying on the American issue. The study answers only 
a rather small question. Yet the social mechanism which is
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
5distilled from the process of ascension to office in Bris­
tol can be applied to a broader political context during the 
eighteenth century. We will suggest an application by which 
we can gain another view of the motivation of the leaders of 
the American War of Independence.
In the creation of this study, I have contracted 
many debts. I tend to forget my creditors. The many accounts 
I fail to acknowledge here are not unimportant to me; I ask 
those neglected a little more time to make up my arrears.
Many served me unknowingly in the caverns of the Public Re­
cord Office or the storerooms of a county council. I could 
list the names of keepers or county officials, but they did 
not fetch and carry for me and it is those who did whom I wish 
to thank. I must, however, acknowledge Mary Williams, Bris­
tol City Archivist. Her personal intercession obtained re­
cords vital to this work. Her staff graciously served me al­
most daily for the better part of six months. After a kind 
introduction by Patrick McGrath of the University of Bristol, 
Jack Clark, Treasurer of the Society of Merchant Venturers, 
opened the Society's treasures to me. Patience Brewer, So­
ciety Archivist, guided me through a labyrinth of the Society's 
holdings. And to all the friends and strangers who guided me 
and my family in a strange land— thank you.
I ought to thank the institutions which made possible 
our adventure abroad, principly the University of New Hampshire 
and the University College Cardiff. I ought to place my par­
ents in this category, where they richly deserve to be, but
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6they deserve much more. Those who have attempted a disser­
tation know the scope of my debt to my mentor, Charles E. 
Clark. My daughter, Nicole, never doubted. She does not know 
what she has sacrificed for this exercise. Her only demand 
was, "How many pages today, Papa?"
Judith, you know.
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CHAPTER II
THE CITY
In December 1681 fourteen laborers, a smith, and a 
lawyer ransacked the Presbyterian chapel in Bristol. The 
Mayor and Council a month earlier had ordered the arrest of 
all non-conformist ministers in the city. A few weeks later, 
after sacking of the Presbyterian chapel as well as a Baptist 
chapel, and a Quaker meeting" house had also been sacked ille­
gally, the justices of the city ordered the furnishings of all 
dissenting chapels destroyed. By the summer of 1682, fifteen
hundred dissentors were under prosecution and their chapels 
1
in ruins.
In 1771 Thomas Deane was mayor of Bristol. Thomas 
Deane was a Presbyterian, a member of the Lewin's Mead Chapel. 
Deane was not a lone sentinel of religious tolerance rising 
from the long dead ashes of hate. Of Deane's fifteen imme­
diate predecessors in the mayor’s chair, eleven had also been
2
members of the Lewin's Mead congregation.
This study in part is a history of the processes by 
which a persecuted sect came to control Bristol. But it is 
not a tale of the triumph of religious tolerance. Rather it 
is an account of factional infighting and of men struggling 
to attain and retain position and power. It is an analysis 
of the social and economic context in which old guards of the 
city's mercantile-political oligarchy stagnated and new 
guards emerged. Much as in manner of the tides that flowed
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
and ebbed in Bristol's riverian harbor, new guards rose high­
er and higher in the city's political structure; but before 
the crest was yet to be reached, eddies of their ebb began to 
swirl. And yet well before an old guard, edded away, the 
flood of a new guard had begun.
The purpose of this analysis of Bristol's factions is 
to clarify a British context of the American Revolution. His­
torians have cast the British merchant in the role of exploi­
ter of the American colonies. Nevertheless as the crisis of 
revolt approached, the commercial and industrial classes of 
Britain are portrayed to have recognized the potential prob­
lems of a coercive policy towards the colonies. The mercan­
tile communities of Britain petitioned Parliament and king 
for reconciliation. The commercial and industrial classes, 
together with the urban working classes, are reputed to have 
been averse to war with the colonies. Their sensitivity to 
the impending crisis and the aversion the armed conflict is 
considered to have been based primarily upon their economic 
interests. Bristol in particular has enjoyed a reputation 
as a maritime city with a concern for good relations with 
America.
Our purpose is not to debunk any reputation; rather 
it is our intention to set Bristol's response to the America 
problems in the context of the city's internal transitions 
during the eighteenth century. In order to clarify the re­
action of Bristol's mercantile and political leadership to 
the imperial dispute, we will explore a long chain of events
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and circumstances which created the city's leadership and the 
factions within that elite. Our examination will traverse 
physical, social, economic, and political changes in Bristol. 
We will finish with the disjointed leadership of Bristol 
struggling in a web of imperial war. But we will begin with 
the river, streets, and structures which were the physical 
world of our story.
One may enter Bristol from the landward, along paved 
roadways that trace the muddy wagon-rutted lanes by which 
Daniel Defoe journeyed to Bristol in the 1720s. But it is 
better to come upon what Defoe described as "the greatest,
the richest, the best port in Great Britain, London only ex-
3
cepted," from the seaward. The White Funnel Line, the lone 
survivor of a once thriving swarm of Bristol Channel excursion 
boats, provides the only passenger service up the Avon River. 
On a summer's afternoon, a little steamer departs the pier at 
Penarth on the south coast of Wales. While crossing the 
channel to the English shore, passengers can see the Holmes, 
Flat and Steep, off to the westward at distances of two and 
four miles. After calling at Weston-super-Mare, the steamer 
chugs northeast along the Somerset coastline. The dark green 
mountains of Monmouthshire, off the port bow, range eastward 
toward the low shores of Gloucestershire and the mouth of the 
Severn River. To starboard, the rolling, tree-covered hills 
of Somerset cascade into the sea in short black cliffs. As 
the steamer passes Portishead Point, the land to starboard is 
suddenly low. The waters of the channel turn murky, stained
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
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with the alluvial discharge of the Bristol Avon. The steamer 
rounds a buoy and slows. The mouth of the Avon is dead ahead. 
Sailing vessels of two and a half centuries ago anchored here 
in King's Road to await a space alongside the crowded quays of 
Bristol harbor. They discharged their crews and waited. When 
space was available, rowing boats came to pull them up the 
winding river on a rising tide. Steam has freed our vessel 
from the need of pulling boats, but the Avon is still unpass- 
able on the low of the tide. The tide table schedules our 
arrival; we enter the Avon on a rising tide. Marsh grass 
covers the right bank; derricks tower over Avonmouth docks 
on the left. Container-cargo derricks will soon stand on the 
right bank, for Bristol looks forward to a new age of ship­
ping. Connected to the Midlands, the West, and London by 
highspeed motorways that pass within yards of the new dock- 
site, Bristol's modern facility will handle tonnages unimag­
inable two hundred and fifty years ago. Then marsh grass 
covered both banks and the ground was "so soft and owsey and
the banks so steep that it is not possible to build a wharfe
4
on which a crane may be erected to land goods." Two miles 
upriver we pass a small inlet in the bank. Eighteenth cen­
tury houses, once the houses of the boatmen and minor customs 
officials, still cluster about the Pill. The river twists to 
the left and then horseshoes right. Thick groves of trees 
line the stone banks which prefigure that which awaits our 
view around the next gentle bend.
From the low pasture land, stone cliffs rise two hun-
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
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dred feet above the river. The gorge of the Avon, even if 
obscured by gigantic dimensions of canyons elsewhere in the 
world, is a breathtaking gateway for any city. Rendering it 
more awesome, is an iron roadway suspended over its depths 
by chains of steel and the genius of Isambrad Brunei. Be­
yond the narrow gorge, the steamer emerges into broad valley 
and into Bristol.
But the steamer does not proceed into the heart of 
the city; the day's schedule does not allow the time for go­
ing through the locks into the extensive wet dock of Bristol's 
"floating harbor." Built in the first decade of the nine­
teenth century, the "floating harbor" freed the city's quays 
from the twice daily surge of the tide. Prior to the diver­
sion of the Avon's flow, the floodtide sometimes crested to 
forty feet at the Bristol Bridge and the ebb usually left 
vessels aground on the river's muddy bottom. We leave our 
steamer and the twentieth century here at the western out­
skirts of eighteenth century Bristol.
Here at the east end of the gorge, hot springs sprang 
from St. Vincent's Rock. They were claimed to have curative 
powers. A pumproom and a few inns at the Hotwells served 
those visitors like Alexander Pope who came to take the cure 
socially. Those plauged by stomach disorders, gout, and 
practically any other human malady but who were not disposed 
to come in person could purchase the Bristol waters in London, 
Dublin, or Goteberg. Even colonial cousins in the Carolinas 
or the Leeward Islands could obtain the Bristol waters if the
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
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bottled products of Bristol's brewers and cyder makers did not 
5
cure their ills.
The road from the Hotwells to the city forked at the 
base of nearby Brandon Hill. On the bushes of the upper 
slopes of the hill could be seen, on a sunny day, the city's 
washing hung out to dry. The right hand fork traveled close 
by the river through Cannon's Marsh, below a bluff crowned 
by a meagre cathederal, and on to the perpendicular juncture 
of the Frome and the Avon.
Bristol straddled the confluence of the Avon and the 
Frome. Their broad channels cut a pattern much like a block 
letter "S" through the city. The Frome forms the base of the 
pattern. About fifty yards in width, the last half mile of 
the river was on a north-south axis from Frome Gate Bridge to 
the Avon. The course of the Avon upstream from its junction 
with the Frome was about seventy yards in breadth and contin­
ued on the east-west line for nearly a quarter of a mile.
Then it turned northward to form the middle tier of the pat­
tern. This reach of the river measured approximately three 
eighths of a mile in length and ended at Bristol Bridge, 
whose four arches barred further navigation of sea-going 
vessels. River craft continuing up the Avon toward Bath 
traveled eastward and then southeastward along the track of 
the top of the "S." They passed out of Bristol a half mile 
above the Bristol Bridge. The Frome reduced to a narrow chan­
nel beyond Fromegate Bridge and meandered eastward along the 
medieval walls of the city to the Weare, where its race had
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
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been split to also flow into the Avon just above the Bristol
Bridge. It thereby formed a fluent moat along the north and 
6
east flanks of the old city.
The medieval city had clustered upon the knoll cir­
cumscribed by the Frome and the Avon. Ten ornate church tow­
ers spired above the low rolling skyline. Down between the 
packed rows of timber and plaster abodes of businesses and 
families, horse-drawn sledges rattled and groaned along the 
narrow streets. The skeds of the sledges polished the pav­
ing stone with the drainage in the center-of-the-road gutters. 
In the tiny square where Broad, Corn, High, and Wine Streets 
met at the top of the knoll. High Cross monument marked the 
corporate, commercial, and geographical center of Bristol.
On the northeast corner of the square stood the Council House 
which was rebuilt in the first decade of the eighteenth cen­
tury. The Council House was the seat of the Bristol Corpora­
tion. For most of the period we are discussing, the Corpora­
tion which consisted of mayor, twelve aldermen, two sheriffs, 
and twenty-eight common councilors, ruled Bristol under a 
charter granted by Queen Anne in 1710. To the "one body cor­
porate and political by the name of the mayor, Burgesses and 
Commonality of the City of Bristol," Anne granted the right 
to regulate the election of officers, released ordinances 
from approval by crown officials, and renounced her and her 
successors' power to appoint and dismiss corporation offi­
cials. By tradition which had evolved since 1172, the cor­
poration was a closed body. Annually it elected the mayor
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
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and sheriffs from the Common Council. The aldermen chose
replacements for late colleagues from among past mayors.
The councilors chost the replacements to vacancies in their
7
number from among the freemen of the city.
Across Corn Street shippers and carriers bargained 
for cargoes and freights in the open collonades of the Mer­
chants' Tolzey. The overflow crowd of merchants, shipowners, 
and agents found warmth, refreshment, and insurance rates in 
nearby coffee houses. Down in Wine Street, grain dealers 
passed back and forth through an archway on the south side 
of the street to and from Corn Market in the center of the 
street to the adjacent Meal Market. Butchers, fishmongers, 
and greengrocers twice weekly filled Broad, High, and Wine 
Streets with their wares and customers. In 1717 the Corpor­
ation attempted to disperse the congestion and refuse of mar­
ket days. The produce sellers were ordered to move to Temple 
Street in the south precincts of the city or to Broad Mead 
east of Newgate. The fish market was shifted to the quay on 
the Frome near St. Stephen Church, west of the central dis­
trict. The butchers remained in Broad Street until 1745 
when they and some of their old neighbors moved into the new 
market behind the recently completed Exchange. Even after 
their dispersement, the street markets were within a quarter 
mile of High Cross and despite outward grouth of the city, 
Bristol remained a habitation where people could walk to the
shopping and business centers to buy bunches of carrots or 
8
shiploads of sugar.
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In 1712 the inhabitants of Bristol numbered twenty-
five thousand. The city had long since spread beyond the
knoll. An early expansion had been across the Bristol Bridge,
out along the peninsula formed by the switch back of the Avon.
Saint Mary Redcliffe, described as "ye fairest parochiall
Church in England," stands at the south end of the peninsula
on the lower slopes of Redcliffe hill. Peculiarly, the city
wall traversed the peninsula at the foot of the hill and left
9
the church beyond the defenses of the city.
The compact pattern of buildings which characterized 
the central precincts of the city did not ford the river to 
this, the Temple ward. "An Exact Delineation" of the city, 
dated 1673, presents a view of widely separated thoroughfares 
and broad gardens. The fasmin blooms and holly trees of the 
gardens received gilded praise in a vicar's uneven poetic 
attempt to portray Bristol of 1712. City maps of 1750 and 
1773 show little infringement on the ward's open spaces. The 
bell tower of Temple Church provides strong evidence of one 
cause of lower density land use in the district. The upper 
reaches of the tower strive to regain the plumb line atop a 
precariously leaning base. Visitors to the city were report­
ed to have gone to view the church tower during the ringing
of its bells; to watch the structure sway on its boggy foun- 
10
dation.
Bristol had also spread onto the neck of the land be­
tween the broad reaches of the Frome and the Avon. The 1673 
delineation shows the upper end of this peninsula to have
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shared the pattern of broad gardens that characterized the 
Temple district. Boggy ground and the threat of annual in­
undation deterred reclamation of the lower end until 1700, 
when municipal corporation began leasing the perimeter of the 
city marsh. By 1717 a handsome quadrangle of brick and stone 
houses enclosed a square named to commemorate Queen Anne's 
visit to the city in 1702. The Corporation agreed to build
a new Customs House on Queen Square when in 1710 the old one
11
on High Street was deemed inadequate.
The location of the new Customs House was convenient 
to the city's primary quays, which rimmed the east and west 
sides of the peninsula. On the east side St. Nicholas, or 
Welsh Back, extended 560 feet from Bristol Bridge to Back 
Gate where the old wall intersected the Avon. In 1724 cus­
toms commissioners lengthened this landing 310 feet beyond 
the gate. The commissioners authorized the landing of car­
goes subject to customs on the west side "all along the riv­
er of Frome unto the further end of courner of the Key, lye- 
ing next to the river Frome, which conteynes in length 2505 
feet." Additionally the commissioners appointed 472 feet of 
quay along the south end of the peninsula and 150 feet on St. 
Augustine's Back on the opposite bank of the Frome for a to­
tal of nearly three quarters of a mile of authorized quayside. 
Ranging along the quays and adjacent lanes were numerous inns 
and store-houses. Sailors trudged up narrow stairways to 
cramped sleeping quarters after taking refreshment in the 
ground level drinking and dining rooms of the public houses.
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Block and tackle suspended from beams protruding over the
street hoisted barrels, bags, and bales from halliers'
sledges to the wide doors in the upper levels of two and 
12
three story warehouses.
Just a few yards from the Frome Key in King Street 
stood Merchants' Hall of the Bristol Society of Merchant Ven­
turers. Next to the hall was the Society's almhouse for aged 
mariners and widows. It was supported by bequests and tithes 
from land the Society held in trust. Almhouses were not 
unique to the Merchant Venturers; a block east of Merchants' 
Hall, St. Nicholas parochial almshouse cornered King and Back 
Streets. Individual benefactors, social and occupational so­
cieties, dissenting churches, and the municipality sustained 
houses for the aged and destitute in neighborhoods fanning 
around the city. The estate of Thomas Stevens and the So­
ciety of Merchant Taylors maintained almshouses in the east­
ern precincts. In 1722 a bequest of Elizabeth Blank and con­
tributions from the Lewin's Mead Presbyterian congregation 
founded homes in the northern neighborhoods. The dispersion 
of almshouses were symptomatic not only of need but also of
expansion of wealth available to support dependent members of
13
society and of widespread growth of the city.
The most intense growth of the city in the eighteenth 
century occured in the second and third decades of the cen­
tury. In 1712 twenty-five thousand Bristolians lived and 
worked in 4311 buildings. By 1735 the population numbered 
over thirty-two thousand and the structures in the city num-
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bered 5701. The street network spread out from the old en­
virons, out to the boundaries of the borough and beyond.
East of the city line, developers such as Abraham Hooke laid 
out streets and sold building sites. The location, with easy 
access to the conveniences of the municipality, was conve­
niently beyond the ordinances of the municipal corporation.
By 1735 over five thousand persons resided in the Bristol 
suburbs. Within the borough, the line of tiled roofs climbed 
higher on the hillsides north of the Frome. Builders trans­
formed the old royal fort overlooking the city into home 
sites. New construction filled in old gaps in the city map.
At least one social institution kept in step with the 
expanding population— the alehouse. The malt shops multiplied 
from 253 in 1712 to 331 in 1736. Excluding inns, wineshops, 
and coffeehouses, licensed houses maintained a ratio of one 
for every seventeen structures in the city. Population growth 
slowed during the next two decades but a downturn of the city's 
shipping and related industries during the same period only 
seemed to give Bristolians a bigger thirst. By 1744, in 
addition to the twenty-eight inns, wineshops, and coffeehouses 
that dispensed refreshments, the city fathers licensed 384 
alehouses. The number jumped to 500 by 1747 and by 1754,
625 houses legally tapped kegs of ale and cider. Foam flowed 
behind one door in every ten in the city of thirty-four thou­
sand persons or— put another way— there was one alehouse for 
every fifty-six inhabitants of Bristol in 1754. Beyond the 
city limits the numbers of alehouses are not known but by
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1751 over seven thousand persons resided in the Bristol sub­
urbs. The next quarter century saw a upturn in city's eco­
nomic fortunes. The population, however, made no corres­
ponding climb. In 1775 6,560 buildings stood in the city and 
its two suburbs, Clifton and Bedminster. Based on a count of
the inhabitants of 703 houses, the population was projected
14
at 37,500. No one counted alehouses.
During the flood of malt beverages, coffeehouses en­
joyed their zenith of popularity. Establishments dispensing 
coffee had been known in Bristol since the Restoration. The 
London Coffeehouse was very popular in the 1720s. Imitations 
sprang up in every neighborhood during the next twenty years. 
Some took their name from their location. St. Michael's was 
in Maudlin Street near its ecclesiastical namesake, likewise 
the St. Augustine took the name from its church neighbor.
The Hot Well was near the Spring and the Custom House Coffee- 
shop stood adjacent to its namesake in Queen Street. A few 
bore the designation of the trade favored by the mercantile 
frequenters of the establishment; thus the American, the 
African, and the West Indian. Some simply carried the own­
er's name: Will's, Jack's, and Foster's. At mid-century 
Bristol seemed to be a city where friends, business asso­
ciates, or the lone stranger passed time over a glass of ale 
or a cup of coffee. Perhaps the alehouses continued in pop­
ularity, but the fashion of public coffee drinking passed in 
the later years of the century. Only four remained by cen­
tury end. One is tempted to speculate on how industrializa-
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
21
tion swept aside the leisure of friendly business over cups 
of Java blend but the coffee breaks we have lost may only be 
nostalgic steaming of the spectacle of hindsight.
If Bristol took heavy doses of ale and coffee in the 
1740s, it also took a large draft of religion. Beginning in 
the later thirties, George Whitefield, the Wesley brothers, 
and a procession of their followers preached in and around 
Bristol. Charles Wesley based his operations in Bristol.
The established clergy closed their pulpits to Whitefield.
In keeping with a long tradition among Bristol dissenters, he 
took to the fields outside the city. John Wesley followed 
Whitefield's example, much to Wesley's initial dismay at be­
ing outside a house of God but much to the tearful delight of 
Kingswood colliers and to the thousands who in following years 
stood under the open sky and heard the inspiring messages of 
the founder of Methodism. But convention demanded a place 
of worship and in 1737 the Wesleyans opened their New Room 
near Horse Fair. Whitefield's society worshiped for a while 
in the Smiths' Hall and then in 1754 built their own chap­
el— the Tabernacle.
If the revivalists gained building funds from monied 
Bristolians, they gained few converts from that class. Of 
course there were exceptions to prove the rule: Lady Hamil­
ton for one. She furnished her own dissenting chapel in the 
old assembly rooms on St. Augustine Back. There she and her 
friends worshiped during her visits to her family home in 
College Green. Several wealthy citizens of the city were 
dissenters but of the long enduring varieties that had
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weathered persecutions in Bristol over the last century or 
15
two.
The Society of Friends, who in 1747 enlarged their 
meeting house in Black Fairs, numbered in their membership 
some of the most monetarily successful families in the city. 
They ranked among the leaders of the merchant society. 
Quakers, however, stood clear of municipal office even after 
the intolerance of the established church Tories and Whigs 
simmered down to a low boil and dissenters once again entered 
into city offices. The Bristol Meetings of the Quakers sup­
ported national lobbies for toleration legislation in Parlia­
ment but locally family loyalties and sectarian solidarity
held the Society of Friends aloof from the Corporation which
16
had so wronged their grandfathers. On the other hand, the 
Presbyterians of Lewin's Mead Congregation actively sought 
positions in local government. By 1754 so numerous were the 
members of Lewin's Mead among the city aldermen and counci­
lors that the Corporation ordered a bridge built across the 
Frome for more convenient access to Lewin's Mead from the 
central precincts of the city.
The increase in population, alehouses, and dissent­
ing chapels had no correlation among the parishes of the 
established church. Despite Sunday attendance laws, which 
were periodically enforced, the increased numbers of inhab­
itants in the city brought little pressure to expand the 
numbers of parishes. In 1771, in fact, one of the parish 
churches was demolished to open the way for a new street.
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For the Anglican churches of Bristol the eighteenth century 
was a time of rebuilding decayed walls, columns, and towers. 
For the most part the renovations were done in the first two 
decades of the century and in the 1750s, 60s, and 70s.
With the aid of a nationwide collection and a contri­
bution from the city government, the interior of the renowned 
St. Mary Redcliff was saved from decay in 1708. All Saints 
vestry deemed the church1s old Norman tower no longer suit­
able in 1711. They were able to replace it by 1717. These 
ecclesiastical renovations were accomplished during the per­
iod of the rebuilding of the Council House and the construc­
tion of the Merchant Hall, Custom House and Queen's Square. 
The mid-century flurry of ecclesiastical structural renewal 
accomplished another round of corporate renewal.
The one interruption in the three-decade hiatus of 
church reconstruction coincided with the Corporation's ful­
fillment of long delayed plans for a new Exchange. Through 
the advanced decay of St. Steven's Church was noted in the 
early 1720s reconstruction of the church did not get under 
way until 1739 when construction of the Exchange finally 
started. (Parliament had approved the Exchange project in 
1719.) Ten years later St. Peter's church underwent exten­
sive remodeling. Christ Church reopened in 1753 after two 
years of rebuilding. The renovation of St. Peter's and 
Christ Church occured at the time when the city began to 
climb out of a shipping decline that had plagued the commun­
ity for twenty years.
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The resurgence of the city's oversea trade which be­
gan during the late 1740s gave impetus to a shoring of eccle­
siastical foundations and the most extensive renovation of 
the Bristol map to occur during the eighteenth century. In 
1759 extensive rebuilding of St. Werburgh's begun. Like the 
work on Christ Church, the St. Werburgh project took two 
years. The nave and roof of St. Philip's was refurnished in 
1764. In 1759 the corporation began an extensive scheme of 
urban renovation. Eventually an aspect of the scheme in­
volved the demolition and reconstruction of St. Nicholas's 
Church.
The city council, in 1759, came to grips with the 
traffic congestion at old Bristol Bridge. The perservation 
of the thirty houses that crowded in on either side of the 
narrow roadway across the ancient bridge had been the crux 
of the problem. The council appointed a committee of twenty- 
four citizens to study the problem. A year passed before they 
came up with a plan. The old bridge, old buildings and all 
were to be torn down. A temporary bridge was to be built 
parallel to the old crossing. A new wide permanent bridge 
was to go in at the head of Temple Street, just up stream 
from the old bridge. The new bridge, however, would not re­
lieve the congestion if approaches on the old city side of 
the river were not widened. The plan encompassed the de­
struction of several buildings along the lanes called the 
Shambles that clogged the northern end of the new bridge site 
and the demolition of St. Nicholas Gate which restricted pas­
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sage into High Street. The temporary crossing opened in 
September 1761. Workers began to take down St. Nicholas Gate 
at about the same time. The old gate and its church were so 
structurally entwined that the demolition of the gate threat­
ened to bring down the church. The original design called 
for the widening of High Street but the eminent collapse of 
the church demanded a reassessment. The parish vestry would 
have prefered to abandon the site and rebuild in King Street 
but costs were prohibitive. The trustees of the bridge pro­
ject and the vestry worked out a compromise. With funds 
from the trustees to defer the expenses the church was torn 
down and rebuilt on nearly the same site but allowing for the 
wider High Street. In the meantime, the choice of the design 
for the new bridge dragged on for two years. The city coun­
cil still hoped to rebuild the old bridge. In November 1763 
the council and trustees settled on a design by an approp­
riately named architect, John Bridges. The new bridge 
would be built on the same site as the old. Work began in 
March 1764; the new Bristol Bridge opened in the fall of 
1768.
In the interim between the start of bridge construc­
tion and its completion, the council approved a grand plan 
for opening up the thoroughfares of the city. The council 
meeting of February 1766 marked the beginning of an urban 
renewal plan that cut Bristol free from the structural con­
fines of a medieval city. The particulars of the plan can 
be grouped into three sections. The first augmented access 
into and across the city on an east-west axis. The destruc­
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tion of Lawford's Gate and ten adjacent houses would quicken 
the flow of traffic from the eastern suburbs. The widening 
of the lanes between Christmas Street and Broadmead and the 
demolition of Small Street Gate and adjoining structures 
would expedite passage through the central environs of the 
old city. The widening of the road to the Hotwells would ex­
tend the improved access beyond the city boundaries on the 
west. The major barriers to traffic on this axis, Lawford's 
and Small Street Gates were destroyed in 1768 and 1774 re­
spectively. As recently as 1721 the city council had rebuilt 
Lawford's Gate; likewise they had rebuilt Redcliff Gate in 
1731 and Temple Gate in 1734. They ordered new locks for the 
city's gates in 1754. Travelers who wished to enter the city 
at night paid tolls to the porters for unlocking the gates.
It was with reluctance that the council ordered Backgate torn 
down in 1738 to allow readier access from the center of the 
city to Queen Square. Nevertheless, gates came crashing down 
all about the city in the 1760s and 70s. The gate near Need­
less Bridge came down in 1760 and six more, besides Small 
Street and Lawford's, crumbled in the next fourteen years: 
Queen Street and St. Nicholas in 1762, Pithay in 1763, Castle 
Street in 1766, and Redcliff and Frome in 1774. The reali­
ties of contemporary military defense of a city may have in­
fluenced the thinking of city officials but it would appear 
the destruction of the gates embodied a change of attitudes 
towards the nature of the city and its relations with the 
country beyond its walls. More will be said later about 
this change but to return to the details of the urban renew­
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al proposal.
The second aspect of the renovation plan was to pro­
vide better access into the city from the south across the 
new Bristol Bridge. The demolition of the Shambles has al­
ready been mentioned; Bridge Street on an east-west axis was 
to replace this jumble of lanes. The west end of Bridge 
Street connected to the widened High Street. At the east 
end, a new north-south thoroughfare was to cut through to 
Broadmead and the principle east-west route. The southern 
half of the new cut, as far as Wine Street was to be Dolphin 
Street. Beyond Wine Street to Broadway it was to be Union 
Street. Traffic began to move through Union Street in 1776.
The third part of the plan was to open a direct
route to the Quay from the central section of the city. A
new thoroughfare, Clare Street, cut through from Corn Street 
to the Quay and connected Nicholas and Baldwin Streets to the 
Quay. Additionally the new street opened a direct traverse 
of the city from Bristol Bridge to the Quay and beyond to
the western section of the city by way of the drawbridge
across the Frome. Fifty-four houses and St. Leonard's Church 
stood between the west end of Corn Street and the Quay. The 
Church came down in 1771 and Clare Street opened in 1775.
More structures were swept away under two minor phases of the 
plan and under two reclamation projects generated by the 
spirit of renovation. Under the plan, ten houses were torn 
down to widen Blind Stairs between Nicholas and Baldwin 
Streets and several hovels around Newgate prison were de­
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molished to provide ventilation and security at the gaol.
The vestry of St. Stephen's and the parishioners of 
St. Augustine's got caught up in the housecleaning spirit.
In 1771 St. Stephen's tore down houses adjacent to the church 
and church yard to allow access to Clare Street. In the same 
year St. Augustine Parishioners petitioned the city council 
for permission to take down some tenements along the Frome 
below St. Augustine Back on the condition that the parishion­
ers widen the roadway from St. Augustine Back up the College 
Green.
Between two and three hundred houses were demolished 
as part of the renovations. Certainly the renovations cut 
away a great deal of dry rot from the Bristol hull and took 
a major step towards cutting Bristol free from its closed, 
medieval enclose, and opened the city to easier travel in 
and out of the urban center. However, to one living in a 
period of urban renewal, the matter brings to mind the ques­
tion, where did the residents of those houses go to live?
It is doubtful they were the new tenants of the grand resi­
dences going up along Park Street in St. Augustine's parish 
or of the fine new houses in the old bowling green in St.
James Barton. But a survey of the city in 1775 indicated
368 vacant houses. So residence space was available, if it
21
was within the financial reach of the displaced families.
A second question, more complex than the first, also 
comes to mind. In the long term, was the opening of the city 
center a vitalizing process? The new roadways aided Bristol's
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successful transformation from medieval walled town to modern 
urban complex. Today, the national banking houses maintain 
major offices in Bristol's old inner precincts. BBC-West 
headquarters is not far from St. Mary Redcliffe. At a hub of 
railway and motorway routes, Bristol nestles the British air­
craft industry which recently hatched the supersonic trans­
port Concorde. By day the center of Bristol throbs. People 
surge in aboard commuter train and omnibus. Data cascades 
in on microwaves and copper wires. But then the street 
lights go on, telecommunication go off and people go home—  
as easily as they come. The more open the city, the more 
readily workers move in and out; the more specialized the 
sectors of our city become, the more fragmented our lives—  
a place to eat and sleep, a place to work, and another place 
to recreate.
Yet the opening of the city center did not cause the 
change in the pattern of urban life. The physical renova­
tions were symptomatic of change. Suburbanization, the ex­
ternal decay of the city center had already set in by the 
later half of the eighteenth century. By 1770 scores of 
prominent Bristolians, including most of the aldermen and 
councilors, maintained country houses within a ten mile ra­
dius of the city center. Ironically William Reeve decorated 
the walls of his mansion in Arno's Vale with figures which 
previously adorned Bristol city gates and which Reeve sal­
vaged from demolition. The movement to the suburbs was a 
phenomenon of the wealthy. But powerful and wealthy Bris­
tolians maintained res'xaiehus and interest in the city. In
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mid-century they were interested in more street lighting and
22
night watches to make the city streets safer at night.
The Bristol corporation did not possess the authority 
to order street lighting. The regulation of roads and the 
corollary lighting and scavenging of streets resided in Par­
liament. The parish was the administrative unit which imple­
mented the legislation in such matters. Corporations usually 
encompassed more than one parish, Bristol had seventeen, and 
therefore had to lobby Parliament for a private bill to au­
thorize city-wide regulation of streets, lighting, and scav­
enging. Bristol obtained such an act in 1749 by which 560 
lamps were lit during the hours of darkness for nine months 
a year. The private act which Bristol obtained in 1766 to 
authorize the construction related to the Bristol Bridge ren­
ovation contained a clause which extended the lighting to 
year round.
During this period the city's night watch was strength­
ened. In 1736 the council ordered the watch increased from 
twelve men to fifty-one. In 1754 Bristol turned to Parlia­
ment for authority to increase the night watch six fold. In 
February 1755 Parliament authorized the corporation to place 
300 constables on the streets at night. The augmentation of 
the night watch by such a large number not only indicated a 
rising incidence of crime, but marked a change in the atti­
tude and tactics of crime prevention. Previously the city 
gates were to have locked out trouble and a few old men 
watched for fire. Now a small army of men armed with bronze
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capped clubs confront the criminal the gates no longer keep 
out, the old gates consequently came down.
Along with new wide streets and more night watches, 
Bristol gained a new interest in the arts. In 1764 the sub­
scriptions of two hundred patrons paid for the construction 
of a theatre in King Street. Touring companies augmented 
the productions of resident actors. A half century earlier, 
Bristol jailed actors as vagabounds and burned their tempo­
rary stages. In the style of the revival preachers, Bristol 
theatre had survived in the fields and inns beyond the city 
limits. Music as well as drama enjoyed new support. Local 
musicians, supplemented with London maestros, performed in 
the new assembly rooms that cropped up in fashionable neigh­
borhoods. Handel's Messiah enjoyed popularity at both secu­
lar and church musical performances. The city library, built 
on King Street in 1740, gained new vigor by the contributions 
of private collections and by the formation of the Bristol 
Library Society in 1772.
The renovation of the city and the minor renaissance 
of the arts were based upon an upturn in the trade of the 
city, thus it was appropriate that the Corporation gave some 
attention to the harbor facilities. In 1758 the Corporation 
sought a survey of the harbor with an idea in mind to con­
vert part of the harbor to a floating dock and thus eliminate 
the twice daily grounding of vessels at the quays. Nothing 
came of that survey. In 1764 after preliminary negotiations 
between the Corporation and the Merchant Venturers who held 
the lease on the quays, a general meeting of merchants was
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called at the Guild Hall. This group of interested merchants 
drew up a scheme by which subscribers would raise thirty 
thousand pounds for the construction of a floating dock. 
Proponents of the scheme pointed to the rapid expansion of 
Liverpool. Since the second decade of the century Liverpool 
had built four docks which extended over a mile and a half in 
length. By the 1760s the annual total tonnage of incoming 
and outgoing vessels at Liverpool doubled that at Bristol. 
Opponents could point out that the net customs receipts of 
Liverpool came no where close to half of Bristol's 195,000 
pounds total for 1764. Sufficient exposition arose to the 
plan that subscriptions amounted to only 10,000 pounds. Cost 
estimates of converting the lower reaches of the Frome to a 
floating dock ran to 25,000 pounds. The Corporation turned 
back to the Merchant Venturers. In exchange for a ninety- 
nine year extention of their lease, the Venturers contracted 
to build a small quay at St. Augustine Back and a large fa­
cility along the entire length of the Grove, the south end 
of the Queen Square peninsula. The Grove quay cost nearly
10.000 pounds and opened in 1771. Some men, such as William 
Champion, continued to dream of converting the entire harbor 
to a floating dock. In 1768 Champion estimated the cost at
30.000 pounds. Rival engineers submitted figures of 60,000 
pounds. The nineteenth century came before Champion's dream 
was fulfilled. By then Bristol had dropped from the position 
of the port second only to London.
Fiscal as well as physical facilities for commerce
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expanded at mid-century. Bristol's first bank opened its door 
on Broad Street in 1750. A rivil institution commenced oper­
ation two years later just around the corner in Corn Street.
A third bank opened for business in 1764 just around the cor­
ner from the second in Small Street. The financial center of 
Bristol is still located close by the old Exchange near the 
sites of its fiscal forefathers. The opening of the banks 
coincided with the upturn in shipping, the rebuilding of 
churches and the improved lighting and night watch, and can 
be viewed as an aspect of a distinct turn in the history of 
the city.
In the buildings, streets, chapels, churches, ale­
houses, quays, and banks, the commonality of Bristol resided, 
worked, and recreated. The adult male members of the commu­
nity bore a legal relationship to the corporation. They were 
freemen of the city— the burgesses of Bristol. The burgesses 
were the backbone of the Bristol body politic. By law only 
they could trade in the borough. Concurrently with the forty 
shilling freeholders, they elected Bristol's two members of 
Parliament. Defoe considered the freedom and privileges of 
Bristol burgesses a pretense for a corporate tyranny and a 
restriction in the growth of the city. The inhabitants, 
however, supported the practice by (in Defoe's phrase), "gen­
eral infatuation." Freedom of the city represented familial 
and economic bonds with the city; not merely holding property 
within the city's boundaries or giving notice to a parish 
vestry that one intended to reside within its bounds. To be
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a Bristol burgess, a male had to be sired by a burgess, mar­
ried to a burgess's widow or daughter, apprenticed to a bur-
17
gess, or voted freedom by the Common Council.
Apprenticeship, the most common means of entry into 
freedom of the city, bound together the economic and politi­
cal structures of the community during the early decades of 
the century. The Corporation authorized companies or guilds 
to set the apprenticeship standards for their trade. Twenty- 
three companies actively supervised nearly all the tradition­
al trades. Not all trades were organized. Drapers, gold­
smiths, and grocers were never incorporated into companies 
and no ordinance required all merchants to belong to the 
Bristol Society of Merchant Venturers. But they too served 
apprenticeships or married daughters of freemen in order to 
trade in the city.
Periodically the corporation prosecuted the outsider 
who attempted to set up shop in the city but who neglected 
to gain the freedom of the city. The burgess who infringed 
on a trade not his own also found himself in the dock of 
justice. Expansion and economic developments changed all 
this in the course of the first half of the eighteenth cen­
tury. Participation in the companies died away and so too 
the companies. The last prosecution of a non-burgess trad­
ing in the city occured in 1765 and when in 1772 the Bakers' 
Company charged an outsider with illegal trade, the grand 
jury ignored the claim. As the city gates that blocked traf­
fic came down, so too did the traditional bounds of the
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
35
craftsman to his trade and burgess to his city. By the 1770s 
Bristol was becoming an open city physically and legally.
A closer look at one sector of the city will provide 
a clearer view of the social changes which were embodied in 
the transformation of the streets and structures. Thus the 
next chapter retraces the time span of our story with an eye 
upon the inhabitants of the parish of St. Augustine the Less.
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CHAPTER III
THE PARISH
A visitor to Bristol will now find a small park, 
rather than the Frome, between the Key and St. Augustine's 
Back. The Frome stands in a culvert a few feet below well- 
trimmed lawns and colorful flower beds. Autobuses disgorge 
commuters along curbs where merchantmen once discharged car­
goes. In mid-park Edmund Burke, Bristol MP in black bronze 
with pigeon white piping, guards the entrances of public con­
veniences from atop his gray stone pedestal. Off to Burke's 
right Denmark Street squeezes between a camera shop and a 
nondescript eatery to escape the honking traffic of St. 
Augustine's Back. Walking up the narrow lane, the visitor 
meanders past a Chinese restaurant and an office supplies 
shop, beyond the concrete columns of Australia House's park­
ing garage, past the plate glass front of Harvey's of Bris­
tol (showrooms and museum), across Orchard Street and into 
Frogmore Street. Hatchett Inn blocks further ambulation on 
this course. A well preserved relic, the inn stood on its 
site when Denmark Street was but a foot path through St. 
Elizabeth Hospital's orchard and Frogmore Street carried the 
less dignified title of Frog Lane.
Our visitor stands in the precincts of what was the 
parish of St. Augustine the Less, one of the seventeen par­
ishes active in Bristol in the eighteenth century. It is in 
this parish that we shall explore more closely the social and
38
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economic changes which took place in Bristol. We will examine 
the structures of parish level government and then proceed to 
the physical changes in the parish. Coupled to the physical 
changes were shifts in the stability of the population and 
the distribution of wealth. Likewise the occupational dis­
tribution of the parish fluctuated. Within this one sector 
of the city we will demonstrate that eighteenth century Bris­
tol was not only building new thouroughfares and rebuilding 
church steeples but was a city in social and economic flux.
It is our purpose here to outline some of the social and 
economic changes which in part formed the context of politi­
cal fluctuations discussed in future chapters. St. Augustine's
1
was chosen for a number of reasons. One attraction of St. 
Augustine's is that most streets and many buildings in the 
parish have survived two centuries of modernization and the 
aerial bombardments of World War II. One can still gain a 
sense of place and, with a little imagination, of time. Back 
along Denmark Street a warehouse punctuated with iron barred 
windows once stored hogsheads of West Indian sugar and may 
still hold casks of Spanish sherry. Upper stories of build­
ings reveal their eighteenth century orgins in spite of 
street level shop fronts. Ignoring the plastic and neon 
signs, the eye can detect the bold line of Georgian design.
In Orchard Street the lines are purer. There Georgian town- 
houses survive in creamy tones of antique lace. The twen­
tieth century imposes itself discreetly in Jaquar autos at 
the pavement edge.
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Before Henry VIII pillaged church lands, the parish 
of St. Augustine the Less was a dependency of the abbey of 
the same name. The Bristol corporation's functional juris­
diction did not cross Frome Gate Bridge. The college 
stood next to the abbey atop the low bluff on the west bank 
of the Frome. In the eighteenth century only an ornate gate 
marked the abbey's location on the south brow of the low 
plateau. The collegiate church was by then Trinity Cathe­
dral. Its attendant chancery, registry, college, and bishop's 
palace clustered around about. On the north side of the 
cathedral, College Green spread its grassy expanse across the 
flat hilltop. Beyond the triangular green and among a row 
of the finest homes in the parish, stood Queen Elizabeth's 
Hospital and the Mayor's Chapel. The hospital, a school for 
charity boys chartered by its namesake, had been the mansion 
house of the suppressed monastary of the Gaunts. The chapel 
of the monastary, officially St. Mark's Chapel, had been used 
by the hospital inmates and then loaned by the Corporation to 
a French Portestant congregation, refugees of the revocation 
of the Edict of Nantes who had fled to Bristol in the late 
seventeenth century. In 1722 the Corporation renovated the 
chapel. Thereafter it was known as the Mayor's Chapel and 
was the official place of worship for the Corporation execu­
tives. At the eastern apex of the green the parish church
2
stood overlooking the Frome and the heart of the city.
At the time of the Mayor's Chapel renovations, Den­
mark Street was yet an empty track recently opened by the
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Corporation for easier access to the building sites the city 
was leasing on the Hospital's former orchard. Only the house­
holds of Walter King and Jacob Peloquim had moved into the 
new residences on Orchard Street. Prior to their moves, King 
and Peloquim had been next door neighbors on St. Augustine's 
Back. Peloquim's brother-in-law, Francis King, remained on
the Back. Such a close view of who lived where, when is pro- 
3
vided by parish tax records.
The parish was at that time more than a congregation 
set off by a geographical boundary. During the Tudor period, 
acts of Parliament had evolved parishes into units of local 
administration— hybrids of civil and church government. Par­
ish responsibilities included not only the upkeep of church 
buildings and clergy, but also the maintainance of civil or­
der, of the poor, and of the roads and bridges within its 
boundaries. Notices of needed road work, aid to the poor, 
intentions of individuals to reside within the parochial 
boundaries, and other parish business and accounts were read 
at Sunday service. Compulsory attendance laws, in effect 
during the eighteenth century, can be viewed as much civil 
as religious mandates. If the notices were to reach the in­
tended ears, the entire community needed to be within hear­
ing. Parishes functioned in the city as well as the country. 
Local affairs were handled by persons living within the neigh­
borhood. In the early decades of the century, the number of 
parishioners in any one of Bristol's seventeen parishes did 
not exceed two thousand. Some of the small parishes in the
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
43
inner core of the city conceivably held no more than five hun- 
4
dred persons.
The vestry was the executive body of the parish. All
seventeen Bristol vestries were closed; that is, like the
Common Council the incumbents chose their new colleagues.
The parish vestries differed from the Council in not having
prescribed numbers of members with vacancies occurring only
upon death, resignation, or dismissal of a member and being
able to select a man of ability and rising economic station
who had yet to obtain his freedom of the city. In 1713, St.
Augustine's Parish vestry elected Noblet Ruddock. The next
year the Council concurred with the local oligarchy's choice
5
by voting burgess status to Ruddock.
Each year at its Easter Week meeting, the vestry 
selected a parishioner to the office of Junior Churchwarden 
and Senior Collector. Most of the newly initiated church­
wardens who thus started careers as vestrymen, had served as 
Junior Collectors in the parish prior to their investitures 
into the vestry. But not every Junior Collector went on to 
a churchwardenship.
After a year as Junior Churchwarden, the new vestry­
man served the next year as Senior Churchwarden, the chief 
lay officer of the parish, responsible for the accounts of 
the parish. A two-year term as an overseer of the poor fol­
lowed. Subsequent to his four or five years as an officer 
of the parish, the parishioner was not discharged from the 
vestry but remained a voting member, apparently for life.
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How active an individual was in his post-officorial role 
seems to have been determined by his interest. Past church­
wardens acted as assessors and auditors among other miscella­
neous duties. Since the vestry generally selected men in 
their mid to late twenties to be Junior churchwardens and the 
average life expectancy of Bristolians of the class selected 
to the vestries was fifty to fifty-five years, the number of
voting members of a vestry probably totaled twenty-five to 
6
thirty at any one time.
In addition to the vestrymen, the parish had other 
officials among whom were the surveyors of highways, con­
stables, thythingmen, and collectors. The vestry appointed 
most of these minor officials. The surveyor of highways was 
an exception. At a meeting held on Boxing Day (December 26) 
the parishioners selected their nominee from among the men 
of the parish whose annual incomes or that of their wives 
amounted to forty shillings. Duties of most Bristol parish 
officials in the eighteenth century concerned tax assessment, 
collection, and accounting. A trend towards centralization 
in urban government eroded other parish functions. Central­
ized services equalized the quality of services throughout 
the city, saved money, and deprived the neighborhoods of ad­
ministrative control of such matters as the care of the poor.
Just prior to the end of the seventeenth century, 
Bristol took a definite step towards centralization in the 
care of the poor. In 1696, the Corporation obtained a pri­
vate bill (7 and 8 William III, xxxiii) authorizing the cen­
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tralized efficiency of the workhouses set up by this corpor­
ation enthralled John Cory, a Bristol merchant and the author 
of the scheme. Cory considered the workhouses, where the 
whipping post was never out of sight but reportedly never 
needed, as a "good Example for the Nation." The shift of 
control over poor funds, which the parishes continued to be 
required to collect, did not go unchallenged. The eventual
outcome of the challenges did not gladden the supporters of 
7
vestry overseers of the poor.
In 1700 the centralized power of the city overshad­
owed the parish office of surveyor of highways. Under 11 and 
12 William III, c. 23, Parliament authorized the Bristol Cor­
poration to control the lower reaches of the Avon. Integrated 
into the bill, which prohibited the dumping of ballast and 
other obstructions into the harbor, were provisions for light­
ing and scavenging the city streets. While parish surveyors 
of the highways were still nominated by the parish, the de­
tailed instructions within the legislation left the parish 
little leeway in the administration of the act. The respon­
sibility for civil order shifted to the city government un­
der the acts of parliament regarding the Bristol night watch
cited in the previous chapter. The urban parishes of Bris-
8
tol were losing their civil roles.
Neither the number of parishes nor the seating ca­
pacity of churches increased in response to population ex­
pansion in the eighteenth century. George Rude found a sim­
ilar phenomenon in seating capacities in churches of Georgian
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London. Rude attributed the relative lack of seating to a 
9
decline in religionism. In Bristol, at least, the decline 
in the civil functions of the parish reduced the need for un­
animous attendance. Occasionally the Corporation did prose­
cute individuals for non-attendance but these infrequent 
events were usually coupled with infractions of Sunday clos­
ing laws. The greater acceptance of religious heterogeneity 
no doubt contributed to the demise of a local government 
based on an administrative unit of an established church.
The main point is that the unit of neighborhood urban govern­
ment was dying. Industrial cities have yet to develop viable 
alternatives to the parish.
The aim of this chapter is not to demonstrate the de­
mise of parish government. The purposes are to illustrate 
Bristol society during the eighteenth century was in flux 
and to understand some of the trends of the changes which 
occured. The focus is on the parish level because the par­
ishes did retain the responsibilities for collecting taxes 
and the parish tax records are a means to discover some so­
cial and economic structures and the fluctuation therein, 
within a geographical sector of Bristol. The records of St. 
Augustine's paving, lighting, and scavenging rates are avail­
able from years spanning the period under investigation.
They serve as the basis for this analysis. In order to clar­
ify the lists for purposes of this study, each ratepayer on 
the lists was categorized in three ways. The first cate­
gory is tax group. Each ratepayer's holdings throughout the
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parish were totaled. All total assessments were then ranked, 
ordered, and divided into the low, middle, or high tax group. 
Each tax group includes those assessed one third of the sum 
of all assessments. The second category is the stability of 
holdings. For each of the four tax lists used to describe 
the parish (1722, 1739, 1759, and 1776), a prior list (1718, 
1734, 1754, and 1764) was employed to see if a particular 
tax payer had previously held the same property or properties 
within the parish. If properties on the prior lists had been 
held by the same ratepayer, his widow, or apparent family 
heir on the subsequent list, the holding is considered sta­
ble. The third category is sex of the taxpayer. This desig­
nation seems simple enough; however, when neither Christain 
name nor title (i.e. Captain, Mr., Mrs., Widow, or Miss) ap­
pears on the list for a taxpayer, the designate "No Indica­
tion" has been used. Partnerships and firms, some of which 
were owned by male-female partnerships, have been considered 
neuter entries. With these technicalities defined, let us 
return to the parish as it appeared in the 1720s.
By 1722 the streets of the parish had altered little 
since Jacobus Millerd mapped the city in 1673. Besides Den­
mark and Orchard Streets, the only new development was Trin­
ity Street— four structures scattered along the southside of 
the parish churchyard. Downstream from St. Augustine's Bank 
were the shipyards of the Butts. "Under the Bank" was ap­
parently located just inland from the Butts and downhill from 
Trinity Street. Upstream of the quayside of St. Augustine's
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
48
Back, Horse Street served as the parish's main artery to 
Frome Gate Bridge and the city center. Horse Street connect­
ed with both St. Augustine's Back and the network of lanes 
that traversed the inland side of the parish. Trenchard, 
Frog, and Limekiln Lanes stretched from Horse Street around 
the foot of Brandon Hill to the western boundary of the par­
ish and city near the hot springs of St. Vincents Rock. Pipe 
Lane cut through from the back to the lanes. Along the 
lanes, streets, quaysides, and greens stood the residences 
and places of business of 309 householders and 8 partner­
ships. The 8 partnerships and 287 individuals paid a total 
of over 115 pounds for the lighting, paving, and scavenging 
of their streets. On the average each taxpayer came up with 
7s lOd, or 94 pence. For unspecified reasons 10 householders 
were not taxed. Later lists usually designated such individ­
uals as "poor." Three houses, all in Orchard Street, were
newly built and not yet assessed. One house, on College
10
Green, was unoccupied and therefore not taxed.
Females headed a third of the households in the 
parish. Twenty-two of the one hundred female ratepayers 
were widows. Many held the property on which their spouses 
had paid the light and scavenging rate in 1718. The proper­
ty-holding strata of Bristol society drew up detailed mar­
riage agreements to protect the property rights and finan­
cial security of the bride, if and when she were widowed.
The contract drawn up in 1714 between John King of St. 
Augustine Parish and Sarah Listum was typical of such an
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
49
arrangement. King was a widower; Listum was a Bristol spin­
ster. The contract specified the disposition of the bride's 
property to her heirs. The groom was required to match the 
bride's portion and/or provide substantial means of support 
in case of his death. Samuel Hartnell, King's farher-in-law 
by his first marriage, put up twelve hundred pounds to pur­
chase property to match Sarah's portion. King had to extend 
the lease on his house to run for Sarah's lifetime. William 
Swymmer and Walter King, John's brother, signed the contract
not as witnesses but as sureties responsible for fulfilling 
11
the contract.
Women other than widows also held property. Married 
women could and did hold property over which their husbands 
had no control. In his will John Moore, a Bristol millwright, 
made very sure that each of his married daughters, Jane Wat­
kins and Elizabeth Butcher, held her equal share of his be­
quest of eight messuages (dwellings), warehouses, workshops, 
and two yards:
To her sold and only separate proper and 
Peculiar use and Benefit apart and Dis­
tinct from and not subject to the con­
tracts, control, debts, Acts, Engagements,
Disposition, or Management of her present 
or any future Husband which she may here­
after Inter marry with and where with her 
Husband shall in no way Intermeddle but 
shall be and is hereby to all Intents 
and Purposes utterly Barred Debarred and 
Absolutely Excluded.12
The percentage of stable holdings was slightly high­
er among the female ratepayers than among male ratepayers. 
Sixty-nine percent of female holdings were stable as com­
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pared to fifty-seven percent for males and to sixty percent 
for all the holdings in the parish. The higher stability 
among females is due in part to the biases inherent in in­
cluding in the definition of a stable holding those proper­
ties held by a widow whose spouse held the same property on 
the prior list. Partnerships were even more stable in their 
holdings. Seven out of eight such holdings remained the same. 
Nevertheless, four of every ten holdings in the parish had 
changed hands in four years time. By comparison, the rate of 
property turn over in St. Augustine's parish in the 1720s was 
twice that of both the village parish of Clayworth, Notting­
hamshire in the 1680s and of Boston, Massachusetts in the 
13
1780s.
If we categorize the ratepayers by tax group, we find 
twelve percent of the parish list in the high tax group, pay­
ing from 176 to 780 pence; twenty-six percent of the taxpay­
ers in the middle group, paying 96 to 172 pence; and sixty- 
two percent of the taxpayers in the low group, paying from 
12 to 92 pence. Just as female taxpayers show up dispropor­
tionately as holders of stable properties, the women show a 
slight preponderance as ratepayers in the middle tax group. 
Thirty percent of the parish's 97 female taxpayers are in the
middle group, as opposed to twenty-five percent of the 185 
14
male taxpayers.
A geographical distribution of sorts existed among 
the tax groups. Property high on the tax structure, for the 
most part, stood on high terrain. Half the property in the
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high tax group lined the edges of College Green. Almost a 
third of the sixty-two residences on the Green ranked in the 
top bracket. The houses of merchants Henry Swyiraner, elected 
mayor in September of 1722; William Hart, the unsuccessful 
Tory candidate in the parliamentary election of that year; 
and John Price, a Common Councilor, stood around the Green.
But no street was the exclusive abode of the economically 
well-to-do or the politically powerful. Two-thirds of the 
houses around the Green were in the low and middle tax groups. 
They intermingled at random with their wealthier neighbors. 
Property around the Green did not change hands as quickly as 
in the parish as a whole, but it was not the most stable 
street in the parish. Female householders were more evident 
at College Green than elsewhere in the parish with the ex­
ception of adjacent Trinity Street where three of the four 
15
householders were women.
In contrast to the wealth on the heights, nearly a 
quarter of the parish's lowest evaluated homes congregated 
along Frog Lane in the depression between College Green and 
Brandon Hill. Mostly male households, the rate of instabil­
ity was above average. Yet even in this dell where over 
eighty percent of the homes and shops perched near the bot­
tom rung of the tax ladder, three houses stood near the top. 
Similarly in Horse Street, where sixty percent of the pro­
perty was in the low tax group, two structures were in the 
top. Noblet Ruddock, Common Councilor since 1718 and elect­
ed sheriff in September 1719 lived in one of the top rated
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properties in Horse Street. His brothers, Andrew and Joseph,
both mariners, lived around the corner in Trenchard Lane in 
16
moderate accomodations.
Trenchard Lane and the connecting Pipe Lane comprised
the poorest neighborhood in the parish; seventy-three percent
of the properties there were in the low tax group. The area
was also among the most transient in the parish. Nevertheless
John King, a prominent merchant and a Councilor since 1716,
resided on Pipe Lane. King was a leader of a family emerging
in the political and economic elite of the city. His brother,
Walter, a mariner, lived in Orchard Street. The assessment
on Walter's house rivaled that of his brother's. The brothers
were partners in trading ventures, in docks on the lower Avon,
and in a scheme for an iron works in Virginia. But the
brothers did not hold property in partnership anywhere in the
parish. Most partnerships in the parish had low assessed
properties like those of Hains & Widow Towle and Parker &
17
Lloyds out on Limekiln Lane.
Limekiln Lane was a thoroughfare of contrasts. The 
one partnership of substantial holdings, Windy & Bowen, was 
located there. Houses with extensive gardens stood nearby 
a glass manufacturing plant and a pot works. The pot work­
ers tenements were surrounded by open fields. Limekiln Lane 
was the most rural of streets in the parish and at the same 
time rivaled the Butts as the most industrial. Only in the 
rate of property turnover did Limekiln Lane conform to the 
parish averages.
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Along the waterfront, on the opposite end of the par­
ish, stability varied from near conformity to the parish norm 
in Under the Bank to the most transient of streets— The Butts 
where half the properties had changed hands in the four year 
period. Properties along St. Augustine's Back were slightly 
more transient than those along most streets in the parish. 
They were also more male dominated and a little higher as­
sessed than the average. Under the Bank was more female dom­
inated and lower assessed. Females held seven of the four­
teen ranked in the low tax group. Along the Butts, where the 
docks of four shipyards scored the river bank, the eight pro­
perties ranked three low, three middle, and two high. The 
shipyards of Mr. John Evans and of Widow Clements were the 
properties in the top tax bracket. The widow's late husband,
Thomas Clements, a city councilor since 1705 and mayor in
18
1717, had died earlier in 1722. Her house, yards, and 
fields were the highest assessed holdings of any individual 
in the parish.
The shipyards were the largest source of employment 
in the parish. A quarter of the 138 St. Augustine parish­
ioners who voted in the parliamentary elections of 1722 and
listed their occupations, worked as shipwrights or in the re-
19
lated crafts of anchorsmith, sailmaker, or porter. What­
ever the limits one places on the accuracy of a sample based 
on a voting list, the impression remains that the construc­
tion, maintainance, and loading of vessels had a sizeable 
impact on the economy of the parish. Yet building and load-
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ing vessels was only one aspect of the maritime occupations 
in the parish. Mariners made up eight percent of the voters. 
The number of seafarers in the actual parish work force was 
larger. Twenty-nine captains who paid the light and scaven­
ging tax, did not vote. Most of them may well have been at
sea at the time of the election. As many merchants as mari­
ners voted. These eleven merchants owned and managed ships 
and cargoes not shops and calicoes. Nine coopers, and hoop­
ers cast ballots. They made the barrels, casks, and hogs­
heads in which ships' cargoes were packed. All told nearly 
half the voting work force depended directly upon maritime 
commerce for their livings.
In the 1720s the only shipyards in the city were in
St. Augustine's parish. Thus it is unwise to generalize the
makeup of the parish's work force to that of the whole city. 
Yet, discounting all shipwrights, it is conceivable that 
twenty to twenty-five percent of the city's economy was di­
rectly dependent upon seaborne trade. Indirect dependence 
on maritime activity was even greater. Employment in the 
manufacture of goods for exports, in the distribution and 
sale of imports to inland markets, and in clothing, housing, 
and feeding the maritime work force in directly depended 
upon shipping. The occupations of the remaining St. Augus­
tine's voters provides some insight into this interdepen­
dent structure of the city's economy.
Thirteen percent of the voters were involved in man­
ufacturing. They produced furniture, sugar, soap, glass,
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ironworks, rope, and tobacco smoking stuffs. Sugar bakers
and tobacco rollers depended on shipping to supply their raw
materials. Fitting and rigging vessels consumed products of
the ropemaker and the blacksmith. The dependence of glass-
makers on maritime trade is not so obvious. Bristol glass
houses primarily produced bottles: bottles to be filled with
20
beer, cyder, wine, and St. Vincent's Rock water. The wine 
came by sea from Spain and Portugal. In 1711-1713 Bristol 
imported an average of 174 tons of wine per year from Portu­
gal alone. By 1729-31 the annual average was 538 tons or 
21
135,567 wine gallons. Bottled beverages were exported to 
all of Bristol's markets. Even in the small port of Ports­
mouth, New Hampshire, a colonial merchant handled consign- 
22
ments of Bristol bottled brew. The St. Augustine glass
house, on the west end of Limekiln Lane, was a loner; most of
the city's fifteen glass houses were located near Mary Red-
cliffe or along the east bank of the Avon above Bristol 
23
Bridge. Considerable investment was involved in glass
making. The assessment of the glass house was greater than
any dwelling or warehouse in the parish.
The fires of the glass house were fueled by coal.
The use of wood by English glass works had been banned in
1615. The prohibition precipitated a move from sites near
woodlands to urban centers well supplied with coal. Thomas
Percivall's development of covered crucibles had enabled the
conversion to coal furnaces by protecting the molten glass
24
from the gas and smoke of the coal fire. But the air of
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the city was not protected. The smoke, particles, and gases 
spewing from glass house chimneys combined with frame laden 
plumes erupting from the flues of kilns firing brick and pot­
tery, ovens baking sugar and bread, vats rendering soap and 
glue, coirons brewing malt and barley, and furnaces forging 
iron and steel. The coal to fire Bristol's industry, to 
heat its houses, and to foul its air came from the collier­
ies of the Kingswood, four miles east of the city. Coal was
25
brought by pack horses and wagons into the city. But the 
vehicular transport of coal or any other goods into, or out 
of, or about the city employed few St. Augustine parishioners.
Only one hallier was on the voting list. The farrier
and wheelwright on the list probably maintained horses and
carriages used for personal transportation. There were three
stables on the tax list in 1722 and John Bright recorded his
occupation on the voting list as a coachman to Mr. Cann. Mr.
Cann lived on St. Augustine's Back, a few doors down from the
John Field's stables. Fifty years later, one could still
26
hire a horse or carriage at the same location. The other 
two stables were in College Green. Judging by Richard 
Lickey's modest dwelling in Frog Lane, his stable on the 
Green was a livery rather than his private facility. Thomas 
Edwards, Esq., paid the taxes on the other College Green 
stable which was located next to his rather grand home. The 
facilities may have been exclusively his own, but it may well 
have been a condominium barn. Arrangements by which stables 
were built and shared by several long term leasers, were in
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27
use elsewhere in the city. Another parishioner involved in 
horsepower was Mr. Davis, a hamass maker , who had a modest 
shop on the Green. But all together land transportation 
earned livelihoods for only three percent of the voting pa­
rishioners .
Another three percent of the voters were engaged in 
what might be classified as sales and services. A chapman 
(peddler), a surgeon, two barbers, and a writing master were 
in this clacsification. At the time the differences between 
the occupations of barber and surgeon were not clear cut.
When William Hargest, the St. Augustine surgeon of 1722 com­
pleted his apprenticeship in 1711, he registered with the
28
town clerk as a barber-surgeon. The services or sales of
five other individuals is even less clear. They appeared on
the voting list with status rather than occupational titles:
29
Esquire, gentleman, or Yeoman. The thirteen freemen who 
were included in the parish voting list may well be classi­
fied with these gentlemen. But inconsistencies in later 
pollbooks as to inclusion or exclusion of freemen require 
their general exclusion so that we can later compare changes 
in the occupational makeup of the parish. In 1722 clergy 
men appeared on a separate voting list without parish desig­
nation. From the tax list we do know that one cleric, James 
Harcourt, resided on College Green in 1722. The fact that 
the assessment on his home ranked in the high echelons of the
parish may be explained by his marriage to Sarah Price, daugh-
30
ter of merchant, Councilor, and neighbor, John Price. We
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suspect that since the seat of the Bristol diocese was lo­
cated within the parish, a few clerics associated with church 
government lived in the parish. But since later voting lists 
do not denote the cleric's residences, the clergy, like the 
freemen, are not included in our calculations.
There were other men of the cloth in the parish, four 
taylors, two weavers, and a wool draper. They, along with 
three cordwainers who were concerned with soles, were the six 
percent of the voting work force who devoted themselves to 
clothing and shoeing the parishioners of St. Augustine's.
Eight voters tended to food and drink. Three bakers supplied 
bread, sweets, and probably sea biscuits. Four parishioners 
made or sold wine, cyder, beer and spirits. At least one 
victualer plied his trade in the parish.
Together with clothes and nourishment, parishioners 
need shelter. There were more than enough carpenters, masons, 
tilers, glaziers, and sawyers to meet the demands even of the 
expanding population of the parish. The building trades 
ranked second only to the marine construction crafts in num­
bers on the voting list. The seventeen percent of the parish 
work force engaged in structural building may well have sup­
plemented the marine construction but these men probably prac­
ticed their crafts anywhere in the city where work needed to 
be done. St. Augustine's parish suited them as a base of 
operation. The uncongested environs of the parish provide 
the space required for their yards. St. Augustine's Back 
served the city as the landing place for timber. The quay
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was convenient to both the shipyards and the sawyer pits.
In general an occupation was not indicative of where 
on the tax list the practicioner was to be found. A ship­
wright and a cooper held properties of the lowest value. Men 
with the same occupational titles held property at the top of 
the tax list. Merchants as a group did tend to be in the 
high bracket. In addition merchants were exceptionally stable 
in their land holdings. Only men who processed or vended 
food and drink were more stable. Mariners and gentlemen, as 
one might suspect, tended to be unstable. Some occupational 
groups congregated in neighborhoods within the parish. Mari­
ners lived near the waterfront— St. Augustine's Back, Under 
the Bank, and Horse Street. Merchants prefered College Green 
and St. Augustine Back. Half the coopers and manufacturers 
resided in Horse Street. But shipwrights scattered about,
on almost every street and lane. Other trades followed the 
31
shipwrights lack of pattern.
To vote or not to vote, to be qualified to vote or 
not to be qualified to vote, those are the basic limitations 
of this occupational sample. Women did not vote. Yet many 
females had legitimate trades. A directory of Bristol, pub­
lished in 1775, shows that at least twenty-six women in St.
Augustine parish engaged in business. Many were in victual- 
32
izing and lodging concern. If in 1722 the parish had any­
where near its share of the three hundred alehouses licensed 
in Bristol at the time, some of the one hundred female house­
holders might well have used their property for alehouses, 
lodging, or boarding houses. That is not to imply that the
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female third of the taxpayers were all cooks, landladies, or 
barpersons. The scope of possibilities was broader. Cathe­
rine Fitzhebert, widow of a St. Augustine merchant, bequested 
to Catherine Coynter two hundred and fifty pounds to "set her
up in any trade or Business or to promote her Advancement in 
33
Life." Sussanah New, baptized in St. Augustine's Church
in 1694, is a lone example of a female Bristol merchant. She
was designated by that occupational title in the records of 
34
her 1740 bankruptcy. Some of the twenty-two widows carried
on their husband's businesses. Mrs. Thomas Clements, widowed
in November 1722, apparently managed the shipyard until her 
35
son John took over about 1731. Stephen Perry, whose son
later established a sizable anchorsmithy in the parish, fin-
36
ished his apprenticeship under widow Cecile Carter. The
grocery operated by Thomas Enckmarch continued after his
death as "Madam Enckmarch and Sons" and did so even after
the sons were of age to endorse orders-to-pay made out to the 
37
firm. Widows invested in Bristol mercantile ventures. Ann
French, Frances Peloquim, and Susanna Heyleyn found themselves
38
creditors of bankrupt merchants. The tax list is limited
in as much as it did not encompass all parishioners. A third 
of the voters were not householders. They resided in lodg­
ings or with relatives or employers. Apprentices, servants, 
spouses, and children also inhabited households. The sorts 
of households found in the parish in 1722 would have ranged 
in size from four to eight persons according to a statisti­
cal table of English families published in 1699. Families
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Table 1 St. Augustine Parish,
Streets and Holdings, 1722-1776
1722 1739 1759 1776
St. A's Back 41 52 54 49
College Green 67 48 41 43
Lower Green 19 18 15
Pipe & Trenchard Lanes 31 25 24 18
Princess Amelia's Ct. 7
Horse Street 41 32 33 20
Under the Bank 14 18 12 13
Orchard Street 5 19 21 20
Trinity Street 4 31 31 31
The Butts 8 16 20 26
Limekiln Lane 49 35 21 21
Frog Lane 49 51 34 23
Stoney Hill 18 21 22
Denmark Street 17 17 19
Hanover Street 5 14 16
Mark Lane 3 2 3






Total Holdings 309 396 373 
New Built or Vacant -14 -28 -23 
Inhabited Holdings 295 368 350 
Estimated Population 1474 1840 1750







Table 2 Statistical Summary of Tax Assessments,
St. Augustine Parish, 1722-1776, values
# of Cases Mean Medium S T Dev
1722 295 94.29 72.50 78.90
1739 368 83.22 69.97 77.02
1759 350 117.83 87.10 77.89
1776 403 136.66^ 103.06^ 95.42^
♦Adjusted for inflation by constant of 2.4 
Source: Ibid.
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of "Eminent Merchants and Traders by Sea" numbered eight;
lesser merchants, six. Shopkeepers and Traders' households
averaged four and a half persons. Artisans and workers in 
39
handicraft had four people. In 1775 a survey of seven hun­
dred and three inhabited houses along eighteen streets scat­
tered about Bristol, came up with a total of four thousand
and eight inhabitants (1823 males, 2185 females) for an aver-
40
age of 5.69 persons per household. Based on conservative 
estimate of 5 persons per habitant, the population of St. 
Augustine's parish in 1722 was about fifteen hundred persons.
Their limitations notwithstanding, the tax and voting 
lists are not just the tip of the social and economic iceberg. 
They suggest the basic structures of the parish, fluctuations 
in population size and concentration, in the stability of pro­
perty holding, in the sex ratio of householders, and in the 
distributions of real estate and occupation, are all to be 
found in the tax lists. The tax collector's jottings became 
the signposts by which we follow the twists and turns of 
change.
Change cut its widest turns and tightest twists in 
the size of the parish population and in the pattern of par­
ish alleys and avenues. About fifteen hundred people resided 
in the parish in 1722. A half century later, approximately 
twenty-two hundred lived there. The expansion, however, was 
neither steady nor without regression. Most of the growth 
between 1722 and 1776 took place before 1739. St. Augustine's 
parishioners increased to more than eighteen hundred by 1739; 
but judging from the number of vacant old buildings and newly
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built structures yet to find occupants, the population boom 
had already peaked earlier in the 1730s. In 1759 the count 
was down to about seventeen hundred and fifty parishioners.
Yet the upturn in the number of dwellings in the parish which 
occured in the 1760s and 70s had already begun in certain
streets of the' parish before 1759.
The expansion during the 1720s and 30s primarily 
filled in some holes in the fabric of streets and lanes. 
Orchard Street and Denmark Street typify the pattern. Five 
houses stood in Orchard Street in 1722; three were not yet 
occupied. Denmark Street was an empty lane. By 1739 Orchard 
Street boasted nineteen houses and Denmark Street held seven­
teen shops and residences and at least one warehouse. Han­
over Street and Mark Lane filled in the open spaces north 
and south of Denmark Street. Trinity Street went from four 
structures scattered along the south sides of the church to 
thirty-one houses walling both sides of the thoroughfare run­
ning down the south and west sides of the parish church 
grounds. Some of the growth went into older byways; the 
Butts doubled its householders.
The apparent declines along Horse Street, College 
Green, and Pipe and Trenchard Laens resulted from the tax 
collectors changing their bookkeeping methods. For some rea­
son they extended St. Augustine Back into a block of what had 
been Horse Street. A more logical division of the paper work 
set off Lower Green from College Green. The Lower Green 
spread over the site of the old abbey, the old gate of which
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connected the greens Lower and College. The extension of 
Pipe Lane across Trenchard had crept further up the hillside. 
The houses along it and other uphill extensions went down on 
the list as being on Stoney Hill.
The western end of the parish along Limekiln Lane 
apparently did lose population. The population expansion of 
the 1720s and 30s did not press out upon the open spaces and 
gardens but concentrated in the eastern and central section 
of the parish. This pattern continued during the decades 
when the parish lost more souls than it gained. Builders 
filled in the sites along Hanover Street and Unity Street 
which connected College Green to Orchard Street. The contrac­
tion of the parish occured among low taxed holdings, particu­
larly along Frog and Limekiln Lanes, College Green, and Under 
the Bank. In many cases wealthier householders consolidated 
the holdings of less prosperous neighbors. Where two or three 
households have lived, one dwelt.
During the period of population growth in the 1760s 
and 70s, the expansion of streets and the location of holdings 
diverged from the earlier trend of concentration in the east­
ern and central areas of the parish. Horse Street and the 
Lanes: Pipe, Trenchard, and Frog, lost holdings, mostly through 
the trend of consolidation which continued in those streets. 
Significant expansion took place in only one of the older 
streets, the Butts. Nevertheless, the Butts had been ex­
tended from its old locale along the river into the Cannon's 
Marsh. Ropewalks and timber yards strung out in the flats
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below the cathedral. On the west side of College Green, Col­
lege Street extended Frog Lane into what had been the Bishops 
Park. On the slopes above Frog Lane, a network of new streets 
crisscrossed the hillside. Most streets on the hill, Culver 
Street, Wells Street, and Brandon Hill were lined with houses 
of low tax assessment. Park Street was the exception. There
richly styled homes stepped smartly up the hillside from the
41
northwest corner of College Green.
While some thoroughfares, such as St. Augustine's 
Back, retained their traditional mixture of occupations and 
tax groups, a tendancy was taking root by which streets be­
came the exclusive abodes of particular types of crafts and 
tax brackets. Park, Unity, and Orchard Streets typified con­
centration of the high and middle tax groups. Likewise the 
geographical distribution of occupations became more distinct. 
Those men who did not reside in the streets dominated by their 
occupational peers, generally were persons who held property
in the upper tax bracket. They tended to reside on streets
42
inhabited by their economic peers.
In the 1770s another change in the socio-economic 
pattern began to emerge, particularly among the merchants in 
the new residences of Park Street— the separation of the 
place of business from the place of residence. The pattern 
diverged from the customary combination as illustrated by a 
rental advertisement in the Bristol Journal of 5 January 
1754 for:
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A Very commodius Dwelling House and Bake house, 
well accustomed, situated opposite the draw­
bridge on St. Augustine Back. The Utensils 
belonging to the Trade may be purchased and 
the house entered immediately if requested.
There are both Sorts of Water and other con­
veniences fit for carrying on the said trade.43
The new style likewise differed from the arrangement prac­
ticed by Richard George, a timber merchant, who lived at 27 
Trinity Street. George dealt in a commodity that required a 
separate storage facility. His lumber yard was down the hill 
from his house in the Butts.
Richard Farr, alderman and merchant of 9 Park Street, 
denoted the new style. Farr, like George, had warehouses 
along the Butts but he also had a separate office. In con­
junction with his son Thomas, a city councilor and merchant 
who resided on Princess Street, Farr conducted his business 
from an office at 100 On the Key. At 99 On the Key stood 
the offices of the mercantile firm Cruger and Mallard. Farr's 
Park Street neighbor, Henry Cruger, was a partner in the firm. 
Another Park Street resident, Edward Newsville, had his mer­
cantile office in Queen Square. A few St. Augustine parish­
ioners in other vocations followed suit. James Bonbonus, a 
broker who resided at 4 Trinity Street, and Edward Forward, 
an attorney who lived at 22 Orchard Street, had their re­
spective offices at 30 and 32 Corn Street. That this pattern 
existed in other parts of the city besides St. Augustine's 
parish was evidenced by a notice in the Bristol Directory of
1775. "Offices for brokers, fire, insurance, lotteries, and 
notaries, chiefly in about the Exchange, Corn Street, Broad
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44
Street, and Small Street."
Dispite all the expansion, contraction, concentration, 
and diversification in the parish property structure, it was 
becoming more stable. In 1722 sixty percent of the property 
was stable based on a comparison with the 1718 tax list.
During that period new householders entered the parish or 
properties changed hands at a cumulative annual rate of nine 
percent of the total holdings. In 1739 the percentage of 
stable households was down to forty percent based on the 
1734 list. But the cumulative annual rate of change in­
creased slightly to ten percent. In 1759 the ratio of stable 
to unstable had reverted to sixty over forty, based on the 
1754 list. The annual rate of change was down to seven 
percent. The 1776 tax list had to be compared with a list 
from twelve years pior. Only twenty percent of the holdings 
remained stable, yet the annual rate of change was down to 
about five percent. In way of comparison, by the 1760s and 
70s St. Augustine's rate of change had gone into alignment 
with that of Boston, Massachusetts in the 1780s.
As the holding of property became more stable, the 
percentage of properties held by the most stable group of 
householders— women— curiously declined. Throughout the per­
iod, the percentage of the female taxpayers who held stable 
property was always greater than that of males. The closest 
male taxpayers came to matching the proportions of stable fe­
male holdings was in 1739 when the difference was five per­
cent. The spread increased to fourteen points in 1759 when
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nearly three quarters of female householders held properties 
that were stable. Yet the ratio of female householders in 
the parish declined from 1722 to 1776. In 1722, one hundred 
women held one third of the households in the parish. Their 
number did not increase during the expansion of the twenties 
and thirties; it decreased by three. As a result women held 
only a quarter of the households in 1739. They paid the 
taxes on a fifth of the properties in 1759. The number of 
women taxpayers increased in the 60s and 70s but only enough 
to keep pace with the expansion. In 1776 they held a fifth 
of the properties.
One last note about female holders. One ought not 
suppose that women were clinging to properties on the bottom 
rungs of the tax ladder. Certainly there were women in the 
low tax groups, proportionately about the same number as 
their male contemporaries. Female taxpayers, however, held 
a higher proportion of the middle tax range properties than 
their male counterparts. In the top tax group where women 
held a little less than their share, they held onto it ten­
aciously. Even in 1739 when only forty-five percent of all
female holdings retain stability, all female householder's
47
properties in the top tax group were stable.
With all this discussion of flux in the property hold­
ing pattern of the parish, one might expect some conclusions 
about the social mobility of the parishioners. The sample of 
one parish, however, precludes such conclusions. It can be 
determined for instance, that between 1754 and 1759 H. Fitz- 
hebert moved from a residence on College Green rated at an
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annual rent of fifteen shillings to another College Green 
house previously occupied by Mary Gibb rated at forty shil­
lings, or that during the same period Nathaniel Stevens moved 
from a thirty shilling house in College Green to a twenty-five 
shilling accomodation on Lower Green, or that during that 
period Becker Canfield was abroad. Yet it is not known from 
what economic level persons who entered the parish came or to 
what strata person who left went. It is beyond the scope of 
this chapter to trace individuals through their careers to 
determine if they were moving up or down. They probably did 
both in the span of a lifetime. The purpose of this chapter 
is to demonstrate in at least one Bristol parish a general 
pattern of mutability in economic and social structures and 
to that task we next turn to the distribution of wealth with­
in the parish.
In recent years some attention has been paid to the 
distribution of wealth as an indication of the stratifica­
tion of a society and the tax list has been one of the basic 
48
sources of wealth information. The St. Augustine parish 
tax lists provide little indication of the total wealth of 
individual taxpayers. Only real estate holdings were as­
sessed and then a taxpayer might well hold properties in 
other countries. Some of St. Augustine's parishioners owned 
shares in ships, factories, and mines, not all of which were 
even in Britain, much less Bristol. Nevertheless analysis 
has been made of the distribution of the real estate tax.
The results illuminate some change within the community.
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Real estate, or at least the tax on real estate, in 
St. Augustine's parish was a slight bit more evenly distri­
buted among the taxpayers in 1776 than in 1722. The bottom 
five percent of taxpayers paid taxes on property worth only 
a twentieth of that held by the top five percent in 1722,
whereas in 1776 the bottom five percent paid an eighth of the
assessments paid by the top five paid. However, this measure
of the relationship between top and the bottom suggests a
greater equalization in the distribution of taxable property 
than we find actually occured if we examine the figures more 
closely. Gini indices of the relative equality of the tax 
distribution moved only from 0.3913 in 1722 to 0.3496 in
1776. (0.00 = total equality; 1.00 - total inequality.)
When the cumulative percentages of the tax of each five per­
cent of the taxpaying population are graphed, the shift to­
wards equality does not appear overwhelming. (See Graph 1) 
Additionally, there was no constant movement towards equaltiy 
between 1722 and 1776. In fact the trend during the last 
seventeen years of the period was toward inequality.
Between 1722 and 1739 the trend was also toward in­
equality. Yet the movement of the index from .3913 in 1722 
to .4065 in 1739 is almost imperceptible on a graph of pub­
lishable dimensions. The shift towards equality occurred 
during the twenty years of overall contraction of the parish 
population. The Gini index dropped to .3309 and the graph 
moved appreciably towards the diagonal line of equality. By 
1776 the shift was again toward inequaltiy. Although the











Graph 1 Lorens Curves Position 
Plots for the Distribu­
tion of Property Tax 
Assessments, St. Augus­
tine's Parish, 1722-1776
Source: BAG, MSS, St. Augustine
Parish Tax List, 1722 
and 1776
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curves of 1759 and 1776 are as indistinguishable from each 
others as those of 1722 and 1739, the differences on the Gini
index was actually greater in the latter period: 1722-39/.0152;
49
1759-76/.0187.
The two periods of expansion are similar in that the 
shift in distribution in each was towards inequality. However, 
the nature of the growth in each expansion was different.
During the 1720s and 30s the average tax assessment declined 
in contrast to a rise in the average during the 1760s and 70s. 
The disparity was not due to a decline or rise in general pro­
perty values but was caused by a divergence in the values of 
properties added to the parish during each period of growth. 
Graphs 2 and 3 mark an increase in the number and relative 
percentage of properties in the zero to forty-eight pence 
range of the tax scale between 1722 and 1739. The trend 
during this period was to more and smaller holdings. The 
period of contraction from 1739 to 1759, on the other hand, 
cut off the low end of the tax scale. Properties on the low 
end of the scale, the left hand ends of Graphs 2 and 3, vir­
tually ceased to exist. It might be conjectured that in­
flation simply moved the tax structure to the right on the 
graph. That was not the case. Properties located in the 
middle or upper ranges of the scale in 1739 and which sur­
vived twenty years, remained in the same ranges of evalua­
tion in 1759. The period of contraction was a period of con­
solidation of holdings. The shift towards equalization of 
the tax structure between 1739 and 1759, as reflected in the
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distribution indices and graphs, resulted from an exodus, of 
the small taxpayer during the 1740s and 50s. The lowest 
taxed properties simply were gone by 1776. The expansion of 
the numbers of holdings in the ^arish during the 60s and 70s 
occurred primarily in the upper-middle range of the tax scale. 
The relative similarities of the 1722 and 1776 distribution 
indices, in fact, mask a real shift to a richer neighborhood. 
The slight increase in percentage of the wealth held by the 
taxpayer in the lowest five percent of the population re­
sulted from the elimination of the truly low assessed hold­
ings in the parish.
Along with other fluctuations in the parish, the oc­
cupational makeup of the parish changed. (See Table 3 and 
Graph 4 and 5.) Ship construction trades, the largest occu­
pational category in 1722, underwent a steady decline. By 
1774 ship construction ranked fifth behind the building 
crafts and sales and services which tied for first, gentlemen 
and bureaucrats, and manufacturing. The decline of the ship 
construction crafts are due to two, possibly three, factors. 
The first factor was the decline of the Bristol merchant 
fleet in the 30s and 40s. Second, by the time the fleet was 
expanding in the 1750s, 60s, and 70s, new yards had been es­
tablished in the Wapping area on the south bank of the Avon. 
No ferry service directly tied St. Augustine's parish to the 
new yards. A probable resettlement of shipwrights to acco­
modations nearer their places of employment probably took 
place. The third possible cause of the decline was the in-
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Table 3 Occupational Distribution, St. Augustine's Parish 
Occupational Category 1722 1739 1754 1774
No. % No. % No. % No. %
Clothing 9 6.5 24 11.0 19 9.4 11 4.7
Building 24 17.4 31 14.3 21 10.4 30 12.9
Food, drink, inns 8 5.6 9 4.1 18 8.9 12 5.1
Sales and Services 5 3.6 15 6.9 26 12.9 30 12.9
Transportation 4 3.0 5 2.3 7 3.5 23 9.9
Manufacturing 18 13.0 32 14.7 23 11.4 25 10.7
Mariners 11 8.0 19 8.7 12 5.9 19 8.1
Marine Construction 34 24.6 30 13.8 26 12.9 23 9.9
Merchants 11 8.0 28 12.8 18 8.9 20 8.6
Containers 9 6.5 14 6.4 14 6.9 13 5.6
Esq et al 5 3.6 11 5.0 18 8.9 27 11.6
Total 138 99.8 218 100.0 202 100.0 233 100.0
Freeholders 13 18 NA
Source: BAO, Pollbooks, 1722, 1739, 1754, and 1774
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creased ship production in the American colonies for the
British market. By the time of the American Revolution, a
third of the British fleet registered with Lloyd's of London 
50
was plantation built.
The clothiers and cobblers also experienced a decline, 
but they diverged from the shipwrights in as much as the num­
ber of the cloth men increased up until 1739 and then de­
clined. The increase was possibly an inverse indication of 
the distress in the west country woolen industry during the 
1720s and 30s. Depression in rural crafts usually resulted 
in an influx of population into urban centers. The expansion 
of the parish in the 20s and 30s was primarily in lower taxed 
accomodations— the type of housing which the less well-to-do 
craftsmen might well rent or lease. The erosion of the cloth­
ing industry in the parish coincided with the decline of such 
accomodations within the parish. Additionally, the Temple 
district of the city was the traditional abode of woolen work­
ers and another resettlement of craftsmen similar to that of 
the shipwrights may have taken place. The clothing crafts 
that remained in the parish did not include weaving.
Sales and services people and the gentlemen and bu­
reaucrats steadily escalated in numbers. The rise of these 
types may have been a general phenomenon in eighteenth cen­
tury English urban society. The English bureaucracy certain­
ly expanded during the century particularly in the Treasury 
and Custom Service. Most St. Augustinian bureaucrats drew 
their wages at the Customs House. English provincial cities
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experienced an expansion of brokerage, insurance, and bank­
ing facilities during the century and practicioners of those 
services found their way to St. Augustine's parish. School­
teachers helped swell the array of sales and services persons. 
Within the parish, the college school, attached to the Cathe­
dral; the Colson's school for poor boys on St. Augustine 
Back; and the Bristol Grammer School, which in 1767 exchanged 
facilities with Queen Elizabeth Hospital, educated the male
offspring. Additionally private parties operated three board- 
51
ing and day schools for girls.
The other occupational group that made a steady rise 
was the horse and carriage crowd. Improved roadways, a very 
strong fad in mid to late eighteenth century England, may 
have encouraged the popularity of horse-drawn conveyance. 
Stables in the parish increased in number and size. The 
aggrandizement of the economic status of the parish probably 
contributed to the carriage trade. Singular to the rise of 
transportation occupations in St. Augustine parish was the 
establishment of coach making shops in the 1760s. Coach- 
maker Walter Wellick's warehouse stood in Limekiln Lane not 
far from John Chandler's coach and harness shop in Frog Lane. 
Wellish's and Chandler's businesses did not occupy modest 
shops like that harnessmaker Davis had maintained on College 
Green in the 1720s. These facilities ranked up on the tax 
list near Richard Tomb's shipyard on the Butts and Ames Ire­
land & Co.'s sugar house Under the Bank. For the parishioner 
who did not care to buy a vehicle but wished an occasional
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ride in the country, John Churchill on St. Augustine's Back 
rented carriages. For less happy occasions, Churchill let 
mourning coaches. Thomas Phillips, glover and undertaker, 
just five doors down from Churchill, could provide the other 
details for a final coach ride.
The other six occupational categories tended to fluc­
tuate according to the up or down trends of the population of 
the parish and the economic prosperity of the city. Food, 
drink, and lodging processors and vendors followed a strange 
pattern. They declined in times of expansion and increased 
during the contraction and depression. Coopers and hoopers 
floated along and ended up five more in number but with a 
smaller cut of the job market pie. The building trades and 
mariners simply followed the population and economic ups and 
downs. During the periods of expansions, there were more 
builders; when shipping was up; there were more mariners.
The number of manufactors and merchants also closely fol­
lowed the ups and downs of the economy and population.
Attention has to again be paid to the sexual limits 
of occupational samples based on eighteenth century voting 
lists. Since the occupations of most parishioners, male and 
female, appeared in the city directory published in 1775, 
some bias in the last election sample can be checked. Wom­
en held a smattering of positions in manufacturing, sales 
and services, and clothing. Anna Viner manufactured tobacco 
pipes. Mary Moore conducted her school for girls. Ann Hays 
sold tea and china. Mary Clare made stays. Susanna Broad-
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mead made and sold hats. Yet the only category significantly 
under represented in the male sample was food, drink, and 
lodging. Seven female victualed at inns and public houses.
Six operated lodgings and boarding houses. Three sold gro­
ceries. Making adjustment for the females in the board, booze,
and bed businesses, the availability of rest and recuperation
52
increased in St. Augustine's parish in the 1760s and 70s.
Although the occupational spectrum mutated towards a 
sales and services orientation, maritime activities retained 
a predominate role in the economy. The aggregate of merchants, 
mariners, shipwrights, and coopers constituted a third of the 
work force. Indirect dependency upon shipping still permeated 
the parish. Power in the Bristol body economic and politic re­
sided primarily in the mercantile muscles and the parish of 
St. Augustine enjoyed a disproportionate concentration of 
mercantile power. The Brisol city directory of 1775 listed 
119 merchants and mercantile firms. A quarter of those in­
dividuals and businesses were situated in St. Augustine's 
parish. Queen Square with the Custom House in its midst and 
a location central to all the quays and the Exchange, could
not muster as many merchant houses. In St. Augustine's Par­
ish, which in 1775 held no more than a sixteenth of the city's
inhabitants, there lived a sixth of the city's aldermen and
councilors. And five of those seven city fathers who lived in 
53
the parish were merchants.
If our present day visitor to Bristol were to stand 
with his back to the north portico of the Council House on
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College Green, six of the Corporation members' house sites 
would be in the normal sweep of vision. The sites of the re­
sidences or offices of sixteen of those merchants would also 
be surveyed. Directly ahead of our visitor is Unity Street. 
Beyond is Orchard Street where stand architectural relics of 
the eighteenth century. But to his left spaghetti houses and 
boutiques string up Park Street to the University of Bristol. 
To his right is the College Green. The mayor's chapel re­
mains intact, but jewelery and shoe shops, branch banks, and 
Australia House fill the places of eighteenth century mer­
chants and gentlemen. The Cathedral is there, a bit more 
around to the right. The nave was extended in the nineteenth 
century; some say the structure was improved by the extension. 
But St. Augustine's Church is gone— a victim of the last 
European war. How it all has changed!
Henry Dampier, merchant and city alderman lived on 
College Green opposite the parish church. During the three 
years before his death in 1771, Dampier's daughter lived in 
the Queen Elizabeth Hospital where her husband was headmaster 
of the Grammer School. Dampier might well have strolled down 
the length of the Green in the late afternoon to take tea with 
his sole surviving child. And perhaps his mind traveled back 
over his thirty-odd years in the city's Common Council with 
his two terms as sheriff and his year as the Mayor of Bris­
tol; back over his forty-odd years as a member of the Society 
of Merchant Venturers with his fourteen years on standing com­
mittees and his terms as warden and master of the Hall; back
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a half century to the September day in 1721 when as a boy of 
fourteen he came to College Green. He had come from his fa­
ther's house in the parish of Charlton Adam in Somerset, to 
be apprenticed to merchant James Day and James' wife Mary. 
Looking back over his half century in the parish of St. Augus­
tine, might well have Dampier thought, "How it all has 
changed!"
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tionally, St. Augustine's parish was of median size among the 
parishes. The parish had the desirable feature of being con- 
tigious to the harbor and containing open spaces where new 
construction could reflect expansion of the city and economy.
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aerial bombardment and modernization.
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CHAPTER IV
OVERSEAS TRADE
Bristol drew her prosperity from the winds of over­
seas trade. When trade winds blew in normal latitudes and 
seasons, Bristol's ship of commerce moved smartly along a 
course of expansion. But when fiscal crisis or agricultural 
decline stilled the trade winds, Bristol wallowed in the dol- 
droms of depression. When a squall line of war swept across 
her bows, Bristol hove to in the storm of embargoes and pri­
vateers .
By 1700 in all of England, only London was a greater 
port then Bristol. Yet by 1800 Bristol ranked behind six 
former rivals and Liverpool led all provincial ports. Liver­
pool did not overtake Bristol on fresh winds of new trades. 
Liverpool attd Bristol.dealt in basically the same trades.
(See Table 4) Liverpool passed by Bristol in tonnages and 
numbers of ships in the 1740s well before the revolutions of 
iron and cotton. Bristol lagged behind when her own winds 
failed, not when her rivals caught the new breezes. To make 
out just how the merchantile masters of Bristol lost their 
lead, the economics seas of the eighteenth century which they 
sailed need be charted.
The economic structure of all the world may be con­
sidered but the perimeters of English overseas trade circum­
scribe the limits of Bristol's potential markets and the 
fluctuations of English overseas commerce constitute the
90
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Table 4 A Comparison of the number of ships to and 
from Bristol and Liverpool in 1764
Liverpool In Out In Out
Africa 7 74 Africa 0 34
America 188 171 America 137 105
Denmark 0 19 Canaries 3 3
France 2 5 France 1 5
Germany 7 14 Germany 3 1
Isle of Man 46 56 Guernsey & Jersey 6 7
Holland 4 14 Holland 7 5
Ireland 418 455 Ireland 79 107
Italy 4 5 Italy & Tuscany 8 1
Flanders 2 5 Levant 1 0
North. Fisheries 1 1 New Foundland 6 14
Norway 19 7 Norway 13 14
Greenland 3 3 Poland 3 4
Portugal 11 3 Portugal 15 8
Russia 21 2 Russia 5 2
Prussia 18 12 Saxony 5 8
Spain 5 3 Spain 30 28
Sweden 8 2 Sweden 9 0
Total 766 823 332 343
Source: Brooks, Liverpool, 505
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ablest barometer for economic weather through which Bristol 
had to pass. Despite criticisms of eighteenth century sta­
tistics, "The Ledgers of Imports and Exports of England and
Wales" provide reasonably accurate indecies to the relative
1
volume and distribution pattern of English overseas trade.
Ralph Davis has charted "English Foreign Trade, 1700-
1774." His basic information comes from Elizabeth Schumpeter's
2
statistical summaries of the import and export ledgers.
Davis chose the sample years of 1699-1701, 1722-24, 1757-54, 
and 1772-74, so as to avoid the distortions of war. From his 
figures (summarized in Table 5), Davis observed two base-level 
trends in English overseas trade during the first three quar­
ters of the eighteenth century. First the volume of trade 
expanded. Between 1700 and 1775 the valuation of imports 
doubled from six to twelve million pounds sterling; exports 
went from six to fifteen million pounds. The second trend 
was the growing importance of the colonial markets. In 1700 
the colonial markets of America, Africa, and the East Indies 
accounted for thirty-two percent of England's imports and 
fifteen percent of her exports. By 1774 the colonial markets 
supplied fifty-three percent of the imports and consumed thirty- 
eight percent of the exports. Additionally, Davis pointed out 
the semi-colonial nature of the markets in the British islands; 
Man, Guernsey, and Jersey, but principally Ireland. In 1774 
these British dependencies consumed English exports six times 
greater than they had in 1700.
According to Davis, the relative decline of the Euro-











Table 5 Distribution of Overse
1699-1701
% BOOOs
North Imp .10 583
Europe Exp .05 335
N.W. Imp .24 1418
Europe Exp .47 3022
Southern Imp .27 1555
Europe Exp .27 1708
British Imp .07 430
Islands Exp .06 367
Americas Imp .19 1107
+ Africa Exp .13 851
East Imp .13 756
Indies Exp .02 136
Total Imp 5849
Exp 6419
Source: Davis, "Overseas Trade,"
Trade of England and Wales, 1699-1774
1722-1724 1752-1754 1772-1774
% BOOOs % BOOOs % BOOOs
09 591 .13 1043 .13 1599
03 262 .03 362 .03 518
20 1359 .14 1172 .10 1242
42 3282 .34 4073 .29 4474
26 1783 .19 1597 .14 1829
30 2317 .27 3164 .17 2664
05 380 .08 621 .11 1367
08 538 .10 1228 .13 2087
,25 1679 .33 2684 .37 4769
16 1245 .20 2334 .33 5148
14 966 .13 1086 .15 1929




pean markets in English overseas trade was due largely to the 
lessening of the European demand for English manufactured 
goods. Most European governments in the eighteenth century 
made determined efforts to achieve industrial self-sufficiency. 
British and European governments alike employed protective 
tariffs to guard fledgling industries. English demands for 
European manufactured goods declined as British manufactures 
more adequately met domestic needs. As western European in­
dustries grew in efficency and quality, their goods began to 
erode the English domination of the eastern European markets. 
Imports from Europe came increasingly from the Baltic and the 
Mediterranean— those areas which provided raw materials 
for English manufacturers.
Davis considered the colonial trades to be the dynamic 
force in the expansion of English overseas trade in the eigh­
teenth century. Ireland and the British colonies in America 
were almost exclusive commercial dominions of England. They 
could not take advantage of foreign competition to fulfill 
their increasing needs for manufactured goods. The American 
colonies provided the tobacco, sugar, and other vegetative 
by-products which Britain in turn could export to Europe to 
pay for the importation of raw materials.
Unfortunately Davis's analysis is not adequate for our 
purposes. Davis purposely avoided periods of war in his se­
lection of sample years. Temporary displacements of trade blur 
the basic trends that he wished to demonstrate. However, those 
wartime convulsions which Davis avoided are considered by oth-
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ers  to  have been o f g re a t s ig n ific a n c e  to  th e  development o f
Bristol's trade. W. E. Minchinton wrote, "The major factor
influencing the course of fluctuation in Bristol's trade in
3
the eighteenth century was war." In addition, Davis's dy­
namic principle of colonial expansion does not explain how:, 
a port such as Bristol, which was deeply involved in the dy­
namic American and Irish trades at the beginning and at the 
end of the period, could decline relative to other British 
ports. A closer examination of the fluctuations of English 
trade and an explanation derived from Phyllis Deane's and 
W. A. Cole's theory of the mechanics of trade expansion will 
meet our needs more adequately.
The War of Spanish Succession, 1702-1713, disguised a 
weakened English trading position which had set in prior to 
the war. A brief post-war boom brought the volume of imports 
and exports up to the levels found in Davis's figures for the 
early twenties. Thereafter foreign commerce was hampered by 
the continuing disturbances of the Great Northern War, by a 
short renewal of hostilities with Spain in the late teens,
and then by the fiscal crisis of the South Sea Bubble in 1720- 
4
1721.
Average imports and exports during 1726-1730 differ 
very little from those of 1722-1724. Seven million pounds of 
imports came in from Europe, America, and the East Indies and 
Africa in a rough distribution of 58%, 28%, and 14% respec­
tively. Eight million pounds of exports went out in percent­
ages of 84, 12, and 4 to the same markets. The stagnation of
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the twenties drifted into the first half of the 1730s. Imports 
rose only one percent and exports ambled up a scant seven per­
cent. All the gains occurred in European markets. American 
exports and imports declined two percent. (See Table 6)
From 1731-1735 till 1741-45 overseas trades fared 
little better. Total imports declined two percent and exports 
increased little more than ten percent. The one bright spot 
in the early 1740s was a fifty-three percent rise in exports 
to America. This dramatic exception was due in large part to 
the major convulsion that depressed all other markets. The 
War of Austrian Succession was the culprit in Europe and the 
benefactor of American exports. War supplies sent out to the 
Americans by private contractors provide some explanation for 
a spectacular rise of fifty-three percent in exports to a mar­
ket area from which imports rose only four percent.
The Peace of Aix-la-Chapelle in 1748 marked the be­
ginnings of a dramatic expansion of English overseas trade.
The 1751-55 volumes of imports and exports were up in all mar­
ket areas. As compared with the early 1740s, imports were up 
by fourteen percent; exports up by thirty-six percent. Only 
imports from Europe did not experience a rise of over thirty 
percent. The post-war expansion was not flash in the pan; it 
extended into the sixties. Despite the Seven Years War, which 
virtually eliminated growth in exports to Europe, imports from 
Europe were up nineteen percent in 1761-65 as compared with 
1751-55. During the Seven Years War exports to America fol­
lowed a pattern similar to that during the War of Austrian
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Succession. Exports to the American markets increased fifty 
percent. There was, however, a difference between the two 
wars in regards to imports from America. In the early forties, 
American imports showed few gains; in the early sixties, im­
ports from America were up another thirty percent over the 
big gains of the fifties.
Notwithstanding the disturbance of periodic non-im­
portation agreements in the American continental colonies, the 
volume of trade with America continued to expand between 1761- 
65 and 1771-75 at rates that culmunated in thirty-two percent 
increases in both imports and exports. European imports con­
tinued to grow at the rates experienced in the fifties and 
early sixties. Exports to Europe declined despite the expan­
sion of the Irish market. Over the two prior decades the 
Irish market had grown to a size comparable to the American 
continental colonies.
In summary, the pattern of growth of English overseas 
trade between 1700 and 1775 fell into four phases. From 1700 
to about 1717 there was a period of expansion, although most 
of the growth occurred in the post-war boom. The next twenty- 
five to thirty years was a time of uncertainty and stagnation. 
The end of the War of Austrian Succession marked the beginnings 
of new growth. The expansion went on for a quarter century. 
After the Seven Years War, the turbulent, captive American mar­
kets continued a very strong growth pattern until 1775; but 
overseas trade commerce began to show signs of weakness par­
ticularly in exports to Europe.
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Phyllis Deane and W. A. Cole provide an explanation 
for the fluctuations in English overseas trade which differs 
from Ralph Davis's colonial principles. Their basic princi­
ple is purchasing power. The ability of overseas customers 
to buy British exports set the limits of expansion of English 
overseas trade. In turn, the purchasing power of overseas 
customers was limited by their ability to sell to the British 
market. This principle encompasses Davis's principle of ex­
panding colonial markets and Minchinton's concern with war. 
More colonial customers meant larger markets; war contracted 
the ability of citizens of an enemy nation to purchase English 
exports. Moreover, Deane and Cole introduce the English home 
market into the dynamics of overseas trade. British trading 
partners had to be able to sell to England in order to buy 
from England. This was true particularly of the colonies 
which were bound to trade almost exclusively with the mother 
country. The capacity of the English home market to consume
overseas commodities governed the expansion of English over- 
5
seas trade.
The capacity of the English home market was deter­
mined by agricultural prosperity and population size. Agri­
culture dominated the eighteenth century English economy. Ag­
ricultural income determined the demands for domestic manu­
factured goods and imported products. Agricultural income 
rose and fell with the prices which agricultural commodities 
fetched on the market. Abundance or scarcity of good harvests 
only effected short term price fluctuations. The long term
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price trends set the expendable income of landlords, tenants, 
and farm workers. When agricultural prices rose, as in 17OS- 
1717, national income rose. In that ten-year period indus­
trial output rose and the post-war trade boom occurred. The 
next twenty-five years saw agricultural prices sag. Arrears 
on farm rents became frequent. Some landlords had difficul­
ties finding tenants despite a string of good harvests. From 
about 1718 to 1743, industrial output virtually stabilized. 
Declining prices of English food and goods enabled exports to 
rise but generally trade wallowed in the doldroms. After 
1743 agricultural prices reversed their downward drift, indus­
trial output rose, and the increased demand for imports strength­
ened the purchasing power of overseas customers. Agricultural 
prices and consumption of industrial goods reached such high 
levels in the decade 1764-1774 that the price of English ex­
ports became less competitive on the European markets. Only
the American markets, inescapably tied to the mother country,
6
continued to consume more English goods.
Population size also determined the potential home 
market. John Brownlee's estimates of the population of Eng­
land and Wales in the eighteenth century indicated a pattern 
of fluctuation similar to that of agricultural prices and in 
turn, the volume of overseas trade. The population at the 
turn of the century was somewhere around 5.8 million. By 1720 
the number rose to about 6 million. In the next twenty years 
tallies drifted down close to 5.9 million. The trend then 
reversed itself. By 1750 estimated population stood at over
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6.1 million. In each successive decade for the next thirty 
years the population was estimated to have grown by a half 
million persons. Deane and Cole tie the increase in agricul­
tural prices after 1743 directly to the increase in the number 
of mouths to feed. The rise in national income during the 
1750s, 60s, and 70s dovetailed with an increasing population 
to create an expanded home market which generated increased
purchasing power among Britain's overseas customers and ex-
7
panding overseas trade statistics. Now, with the major 
trends and fluctuations of English overseas trade charted and 
a purchasing power principle of growth in mind, let us pro­
ceed to outline Bristol's trades at the opening of the eigh­
teenth century.
In 1700, the markets of Bristol were fairly evenly
8
divided on either side of the Atlantic. Over ninety-eight 
hundred tons of shipping entered the port of Bristol from Bri­
tish colonies in America. Close to fifty-two hundred tons 
(more than a quarter of Bristol's trade) came in from the West 
Indies, chiefly from Barbados, Jamaica, and the Leeward Is­
lands. Since the mid-seventeenth century, Bristol merchants 
had invested in all phases of the West Indian sugar trade. 
Several Bristolians had a cutting of the family tree trans­
planted into the Sugar Islands. Bristol imported sugar and 
sugar by-products in Bristol sugar houses, and distributed 
and marketed the refined goods to retailers throughout the 
west of England or re-exported them to Irish and European cus­
tomers. In addition to sugar and some spice, the West Indies
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supplied an array of vegetative materials— logwood, indigo, 
fustick. The extentive cloth industry in the west of England 
extracted dyes from these materials.
Nearly a quarter of Bristol's shipping came in from 
the American continental colonies and Newfoundland. Of the 
4660 tons which came in from that area, 4270 tons originated 
in Virginia. Tobacco chiefly filled the holds of the vessels 
from Virginia. At the turn of the century all English trade 
with the continental colonies depended largely on tobacco. 
Between 1697 and 1705, eighty-three percent of the official 
value of imports from the American continent consisted of 
tobacco. In the early years of the century, Bristol was one 
of four English outports with significant tobacco imports.
The twenty-nine vessels that came into Bristol from Virginia 
in 1700 had the capacity to transport a tenth of all tobacco 
imported into England in 1700. In 1724-25 Bristol still 
handled a tenth of the tobacco imports and was unique among 
the tobacco importing centers in as much as Bristol marketed 
over fifty percent of its tobacco domestically. From the oth­
er American markets— the Carolinas, New England, and Newfound-
9
land— ships brought train oil, fish, rice, skins, and timber.
In 1700 a new aspect of Bristol's American trade was 
just getting tinder way. Bristol merchants had actively lob­
bied Parliament to open the African slave trade to independent 
traders. In 1698 their efforts were rewarded; Parliament broke 
the monopoly of the Royal African Company. Bristol merchants 
quickly invested in the transportation and sale of captive











Table 7 Bristol Overseas Shipping, 1700-1775; Tonnages of Vessels entering from overseas ports
1699-1700 1727-1728 1734-1735 1742-1743 1754-1755 1764-1765 1774-1775
Area OOTons % OOTons % OOTons % OOTons % OOTons % OOTons % OOTons %
Baltic 30 15 17 06 35 14 23 11 50 17 61 19 116 19
Mid Europe 13 06 33 11 13 05 8 03 16 05 12 04 20 03
Iberia 35 18 46 15 38 15 16 08 30 10 41 13 39 07
Med Sea in 26 08 11 04 8 03 11 04 7 02 14 02
Brt Europe 22 11 44 14 46 18 35 17 47 16 53 16 71 12
Total Europe 100 50 166 54 143 55 90 42 154 52 174 54 260 43
Brt N Amer in° ^ g | d in 6 02 2 01 4 02 4 01 6 02 17 03
Reb Cols 47 24 51 17 57 22 40 19 62 21 62 19 189 32
Brt W Indies 52 26 81 27 57 22 72 34 75 26 79 25 120 20
Total Brt Amer 99 50 138 46 116 45 116 55 141 48 147 46 326 55
For Amer 1 00 .8 7 01
Africa .5 00 .6 3 7 01
Total 199 306 258 212 295 321 600
Source: Minchinton, Trade of Bristol, 5 and SMV, MSS, Wharfage Books for years following 
29 September 1727, 1734, 1742, 1754, 1764, and 1774.
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manpower to the American markets. From 1701 to 1709 not less 
than fifty-seven vessels sailed each year from Bristol to the 
slave coasts of Africa. In the decade after the repeal of the 
monopoly, British independent traders transported nearly 75,000 
slaves. Despite the disruption of the War of Spanish Succes­
sion, the independents shipped more slaves in that first de­
cade than the Royal African Company had ever been able to de-
10
liver within a ten year period.
European markets made up the other half of Bristol's 
trade. Nearby Ireland generated more shipping activity in 
Bristol harbor than any other trading area, except the com­
bined American trades. More than twenty-eight percent of the 
vessels that entered Bristol's port in 1700 came from Ireland. 
But the vessels were small, with an average size of thirty- 
three tons, and therefore they constituted only fifteen per­
cent of the port's incoming tonnage. The Irish revolt in 
1690 and William Ill's subsequent reconquest had disturbed the 
Irish market. In 1700 Ireland consumed only four percent of 
the total British exports. Yet the Irish trade figured more 
prominently in the trades of the west coast outports than the 
four percent may imply. London's dominance of English over­
seas shipping obscured the significance of the Irish trade.
The Metropolis handled eighty percent of the nation's shipping. 
However, less than one percent of London's exports went to Ire­
land. On the other hand, the outports shipped nearly twenty 
percent of their exports to Ireland. According to official 
values of the outports' exports to Ireland, the commodities 
shipped to Ireland were about evenly divided between those from
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England and those reshipped from the colonies. Throughout the 
eighteenth century, Ireland was the most consistent consumer 
of English refined sugar; in various years various foreign mar­
kets consumed more sugar but Ireland consistently ranked sec­
ond. In the first decade of the century, twenty percent of 
Ireland's imports from England consisted of tobacco. Thus, 
across the Celtic Sea, Bristol enjoyed a solid market for sur­
plus colonial imports from both North America and the West 
Indies. Additionally the Irish imported large quantities of
English cordage and glass. Bristol industries produced of
11
those commodities in large quantities.
To pay for English imports, the Irish exported woolen, 
yarn, linen, tallow, and hides. The post-Restoration Cattle 
Acts had denied Irish farmers their best markets in England.
Wool production subsequently, displaced the cattle industry.
The Somerset and Devon regions of the west England cloth in­
dustry became the principal consumers of Irish wool and yam.
By 1688 western clothiers considered Irish yarn a necessity 
for their woolen manufacturing. At the same time, an Irish 
woolen manufacturing industry developed. English woolen manu­
facturers, factors, and exporters perceived the Irish manu­
factories as a threat to their American markets and lobbied 
Parliament for restrictive legislation. Bristol merchants, 
who had become the principal importers of Irish wool and yarn, 
participated in the lobby. In 1699 Parliament passed legis­
lation which in effect destroyed the Irish woolen manufacturies. 
According to 10 William III C. 16, Irish woolens and wool
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could be exported only to England; they could not be re-ex­
ported. Irish woolens and wool could leave Ireland only via 
the ports of Dublin, Waterford, Youghall, Kingsdale, Cork, and 
Drogheda; they could enter England and Wales only through the 
ports of Bristol, Biddeford, Barnstable, Minehead, Bridgewater, 
Milford Haven, Chester, and Liverpool. The English merchants 
thereby held control over Irish woolens, and they simply cut
off the Irish manufacturers for the benefit of more important
12
customers— the English woolen industry.
The volume of Irish wool and yarn did not stop, but 
immediately increased. Gloucestershire clothiers soon joined 
their Devon and Somerset colleagues in deeming Irish yarn in­
dispensable to their cloth production. Bristol's stake in 
the Irish wool trade grew likewise. In 1709 and 1711 English 
wool producers and yarn makers followed the example of the 
clothiers and lobby Parliament for legislative relief from 
Irish competition. Bristol's Corporation, merchants, weavers, 
and dyers petitioned the House of Commons against the proposal. 
According to the Bristol merchants' petition, the importation 
of Irish yarn provided employment for thousands and "encour­
ages and enables the people of Ireland to take from this King­
dom great quantities of the products of Her Majesty's planta- 
13
tion."
Bristol, however, was not the major exporter of west 
country cloth. Despite efforts of Charles I in the 1640s to 
weaken the power of London wool drapers and merchants by shift­
ing the mart of western cloth from London to Bristol, the turn
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of events in the civil war and the inertia of established com­
mercial patterns insured London's superiority in the export of 
western cloth. Metropolitan wool drapers employed a network 
of factors, mostly local clothiers and merchants, to gathered 
the majority of the cloth produced in the west into the Lon­
don market. Nevertheless, the western cloth industry which 
was located in a financially futile crescent to the east,
south, and west of Bristol, directly or indirectly influenced
14
most facets of Bristol's trade.
Like Ireland, Spain provided wool for the western 
clothier. Cloth woven from Spanish wool was a popular item on 
the British domestic market. In 1704, even after the War of 
Spanish Succession had cut off almost all new supplies of Span­
ish wool, thirty thousand pieces of Spanish cloth were manufac­
tured in the west of England. Besides consuming British manu­
factured goods and colonial re-exports, southern Europe was 
the largest customer for west England cloth. In 1700 eighteen 
percent of Bristol incoming tonnage orginated in the ports of 
southern Europe. Iberian and the Mediterrean ports shipped 
iron, fruit, oil, and wine into Bristol. The wines of Iberia 
had a long and fruitful market in Bristol. Among the four 
major outports which imported Portugese wines during the open­
ing decades of the century, only King's Lynn surpassed Bristol. 
Bristol glass manufactories produced mostly bottles in which
Iberia wines were redistributed to domestic and colonial mar- 
15
kets.
France conducted a very minor trade with Bristol. At
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the opening of the eighteenth century, only about one percent 
of the port's incoming tonnage originated in France. The few 
French ships that did call at Bristol brought wine and linen.
If a pattern of trade which existed in the 1730s was opera­
tive three decades earlier, most French wines entered Bristol 
16
via the Irish port of Cork.
In 1700 Germany and Holland made up a slightly bigger
share of Bristol's trade— about six percent. Like France, the
rest of middle Europe provided wines and linen. Additionally
the Germans and Dutch supplied earthenware. Irish, French,
and Dutch linen all had a ready market in the Americas, Bris-
17
tol's most imported overseas marketplace.
The Baltic region orginated fifteen percent of Bris­
tol 's total incoming tonnage. Huge merchantmen from Norway, 
averaging 250 tons (they were twice the average tonnage of 
the vessels that crossed the Atlantic from Jamaica) carried 
the makings of houses and ships— boards, spars, and masts.
The smaller vessels from Swedish ports carried cargoes of 
pitch, iron, hemp, and wire: the stuff that literally held to­
gether Bristol shipping.
It ought to be remembered that monopolies, other than 
the crippled Royal African Company, restricted Bristol capa­
cities to extend its commerce. The royal charter of the East 
Indian Company eliminated Bristol merchants from ventures be­
yond the Cape of Good Hope. Bristol merchants never challenged 
the domain of the East Indian Company but they did attempt to 
supersede the controls of the Hamburg and Levant Companies.
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These two companies were open to any English merchant willing 
to pay twenty and twenty-five pound fees, but Bristol merchants 
had a tradition as free traders. In 1665, the Levant Company 
pressed for the exclusion of non-member Bristolians from trad­
ing with Venice and Turkey. The Bristol Merchant Venturers 
argued that the charter granted by Edward VI to the Venturers 
gave them the freedom to trade as they chose. The Privy Coun­
cil found Bristol merchants to have had precedents for trading 
with Venice but the Council closed Turkish ports to Bristol 
ships. In 1669 the Hamburg Company withdrew its proposal to 
ban Bristol free traders from its trading provinces, but the 
control which the resident company factories exercise in the 
northern German ports restricted Bristol's mercantile activi­
ties along those coasts. Nevertheless ships owned by members
of the Hamburg and Levant companies occasionally found Bristol
18
a lucrative port in which to dispose of cargoes.
Bristol managed to survive the War of Spanish Succes­
sion reasonably well, that is, if the number of apprentice­
ships which were contracted in Bristol during the first de­
cade of the century was any indication of the city's economic 
health. Until that brief period in the later years of the 
Spanish War in which the English economy as a whole suffered 
several disasters, apprenticeships starts in Bristol stood at 
all times high for the eighteenth century. (See Graph 6)
The city apparently weathered the early years of the war buoyed 
by the new slave trade and was able to quickly take advantage 
of the post-war boom. With a few disruptions, the strong surge
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in overseas trade carried on until the late 1720s, and the 
War of Spanish Succession had no long term effects on the dis­
tribution of Bristol shipping. By 1727-28, Iberia generated 
fifteen percent of the Bristol's incoming tonnage which by 
that time had increased by fifty percent since 1700. The to­
tal capacity of vessels from Iberia and the Mediterrean Sea 
had doubled since the beginning of the century. The total 
volume of vessels from all of Europe went up sixty-four per­
cent since 1700. Only the Baltic region showed a decline in 
trade. Besides a reduction in tonnages from the Baltic, the 
distribution of shipping from that region had changed. Swed­
en's loss of control over the eastern Baltic during the Great 
Northern War and the extensive efforts of British ministers 
and merchants to open the Russina market to English traders 
resulted in a wider distribution of Bristol's shipping from 
the Baltic.
By the late 1720s the Great Northern War had also ef­
fected a wider distribution of Bristol's trade with the North 
American colonies. At the beginning of the century Britain de­
pended on the Baltic region as its prime source of masts and 
naval stores; a situation which according to contemporary eco­
nomic theory and strategic reality was very undesirable for 
two reasons. First, the balance of trade with the Baltic went 
against England. Since the 1660s, Denmark-Norway and Sweden 
had pursued mercantile policies which encouraged native in­
dustry and excluded an ever wider variety of foreign manufac­
tured goods. Both kingdoms had established East and West In­
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dian companies, which substantially met the needs for colonial 
commodities. These companies' close financial ties with the 
Danish and Swedish monarchs insured the rights of the monopo­
lies, even when they were not able to meet domestic demands. 
Britain produced very few commodities with which to trade for 
naval stores and had to pay cash for the difference. The Eng­
lish debit with Sweden along ran at over one hundred thousand 
pounds per annum between 1697 and 1714. Little was to be 
earned from shipping charges to make up the difference; Sweden
made every effort to carry Swedish commodities in Swedish
19
vessels.
Attempts were made to broaden the base of supply with­
in the Baltic region and to tip the balance of trade to a more 
favorable attitude. English ministers and merchants targeted 
Russia as the new source of supply; tobacco was to be the me­
dium of exchange. The outbreak of the Great Northern War af­
forded the British an opportunity to increase their hemp sup­
plies from Russia via Archangel, but the export of Russian 
pitch and tar remained in the control of the Dutch. The bal­
ance of trade in Anglo-Russian trade remained against England 
despite sustained economic and diplomatic maneuvers. Through­
out the eighteenth century Russia and all the north remained
20
a predominately cash and carry market for British traders.
The second reason for distress over the Baltic as the 
source of naval stores was the vulnerability to disruption by 
war. During the second half of the seventeenth century, wars 
among Denmark-Norway, Sweden, Russia, Poland, Prussia, and a
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Graph 6: Summary of Bristol Economic Indicators, 1700-80 
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dozen dukedoms and electorates had occurred all too frequently. 
The Great Northern War, which raged off and on for the first 
twenty years of the eighteenth century, reinforced the uneasi­
ness about the security of sources of British naval stores.
In 1703 the Stockholm Company, the Swedish tar monopoly, re­
fused to ship any tar and pitch. A British naval squadron 
was unable to put to sea against the French fleet for lack of 
those stores. Ships of the Royal Navy languished in port be­
cause its base of supply was stuck in the bubbling tar pot of 
21
the Baltic.
The Swedes could also pry into British economics and 
security with an iron bar. British manufactories depended on 
imports for over two-thirds of the bar iron they used. Sweden 
was the principal supplier. In 1714 England and Wales imported 
nearly 22,000 tons of iron, Sweden was the source for 20,000 
tons. In 1714 the Elector of Hanover, a member of the Anti- 
Swedish League, assumed the English throne as George I. Anglo- 
Swedish relations got stickier than in 1703. British minis­
ters, free from their war with France and Spain, signed agree­
ments with Denmark-Norway in 1714 and Prussia in 1715. The 
premise for these diplomatic moves was reputed to have been 
the protection of English shipping; the German interests of the 
new English king was a more reasonable explanation. In 1717 
English sources alledged that the Swedish King Charles XII was 
conspiring to land troops to support the Jacobite rebellion 
in Scotland. Parliament acted boldly. It cut off trade with 
Sweden. English manufactors expanded their supplies of im­
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
116
ported bar iron within the year. Domestic iron producers 
reaped windfall profits, but in 1718 the forges of nailmakers, 
anchorsmiths, and potproducers, had little to fire but nation­
al pride and as much Swedish iron as they could divert through 
Dutch ports. Charles XII of Sweden conveniently died in 1718. 
The clamor of manufactors, iron mongers, and merchants in 1719 
diswayed Parliament from its embargo. The outshot of these
malstroms in the tarpot and furnace were attempts to find al-
22
ternative sources within the British empire.
An alternative source of naval stores stood in the 
forests of North America. At the urging of the Royal Navy, 
Parliament in 1705 passed legislation forbidding the export 
of naval stores, masts, and spars from the colonies to any 
but British ports. To sweeten the ante, the British govern­
ment offered bounties on American naval stores. The legisla­
tion was effective. Though authorities differ on the quality 
of the colonial tar and pitch, the quantity improved rapidly. 
From 177 barrels of tar and pitch imported from America in 
1701, the total rose to 25,279 barrels in 1715. From the 
British point of view, the American naval stores proved a 
very fortuitous development. In 1715 the Swedes shipped only 
2,579 barrels; 1714 consignment had been 40,000 barrels.
Soon American pitch and tar actually glutted the British mar­
ket and prices dropped to a third of what had formally been 
paid for the Swedish stores. By 1719 England re-exported co­
lonial naval stores to southern Europe.
The American forest helped seal the leak of bullion 
for naval stores and protected the Royal Navy from the rot of
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Baltic wars and politics. But colonial experiments with iron
works failed dismally. Annual imports of colonial bar-iron did
not weigh in at over one thousand tons until 1765 by which time
23
total iron imports were fifty times that amount.
The development of the American sources of naval stores 
was one of the few changes in England shipping during the eigh­
teenth century which involved a new source of a commodity. The 
development of the rice culture in the Carolinas was another. 
The westward focus of Bristol's trade, placed the city in a 
position to take advantage of the shifts and by the late 1720s 
a more diverse pattern had emerged in Bristol's trade with 
North America. Yet Virginia and Maryland still dominated.
And because tobacco production had virtually stabilized since 
the turn of the century, the volume of Bristol's shipping in 
North American waters increased by only 10% between 1700 and 
1728. Hence, the North American portion of Bristol's trade 
relatively declined during the first three decades of the cen­
tury. By contrast, the volume of Bristol's shipping in the 
West Indies increased by sixty percent over the 1700 level.
The Sugar Islands remained the leader among Bristol's trading 
areas. Gains in shipping from the West Indies were suffi­
cient to keep the Trans-Atlantic portion of Bristol's commerce 
at about forty-five percent of the total.
Shipping from the West Indies and from almost every 
other region began to decline about 1730. There were signs 
that a softening of Bristol's economy had already begun in the 
late twenties. The brief war with Spain in 1718-19 and the
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subsequent South Sea Bubble had cut short the post-Treaty of 
Utrechtupswing in apprenticeships. During the mid-twenties, 
apprenticeships rose slightly but then began to decline in 
the late twenties. The declines in apprenticeships occurred 
a couple of years before shipping began to slip. Between 1726 
and 1729, nine Bristol merchants entered into bankruptcy 
courts. Five other merchants had been wiped out in the fiscal 
disruptions of the Spanish conflict of 1718-19 and the South 
Sea Bubble fiasco.
By 1734-5 the volume of overseas shipping that entered 
Bristol had dropped thirteen percent since 1727-8. The thir­
teen percent retreat marched across both the European and the 
American trades. In the European trades which still provided 
fifty-five percent of the port's incoming tonnages, the middle 
and southern regions had cutback nearly half since 1727-28. 
Strong gains from the Baltic and a moderate rise in the Irish 
trade did not suffice to offset the overall European losses. 
From America, tonnages from the continental colonies gained 
a ten percent and pulled even with the volume of trade from 
West Indies which had crashed thirty percent since 1727-28.
The dive in the Bristol sugar trade reflected a recession and 
retrenchment in the sugar islands brought on by a steep de­
cline in sugar prices on the London market during 1729 to 
1733. The War of Austrian Succession, 1740-48 dampened Eng­
lish overseas trade, but the only decline in volume was a 
four percent downturn in imports from Europe. Bristol's 
trade on its own course, crashed on both the European and
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American markets. Tonnages for Europe went down thirty-seven 
percent. By 1742-43 the Iberian trade was half of what it had 
been in 1734-35. Middle Europe and the Mediterrean produced 
less than one thousand tons each in 1742-3. The Baltic trade 
went down by a third. Ireland produced almost twenty-five 
percent less shipping than a decade prior. The North American 
trades were off by thirty percent. Only in trade with the West 
Indies, where sugar production was up, despite the region's 
being a major theater of the war, did Bristol gain. By de­
fault of the European trades, the West Indies and the Ameri­
can trades took over the major share of Bristol's commerce.
Bristol's shipping bottomed out in the mid-1740s. By 
1754-5 incoming tonnage was up forty percent from 1742-3 lev­
els. The most dynamic gains occurred in the European markets 
— up over seventy percent. Only the Irish and the Mediterrean 
trades did not double in volume since the early forties.
Europe reclaimed its fifty percent share of the incoming ton­
nages and the regional distribution of shipping vessels re­
turned to a pattern nearly identical to that of 1700. (See 
Table 7) The lone exception to the 1700 trade distribution 
pattern was the Irish trade. Tonnages crossing the Celtic 
Sea cut a five percent bigger slice of Bristol's commercial 
pie then in 1700. The pie itself had grown half again in size 
since 1700 and the American half of the pie once again was 
divided between North America and the West Indies in portions 
which closely resembled the 1700 pattern. The volume of the 
North American trades had increased fifty percent since the
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1740s and they had reclaimed their quarter of the Bristol total. 
The West Indian trade, in marked contrast to the rest of Bris­
tol's trade, had virtually stagnated.
During the next ten years Bristol's growth lagged a 
bit. Between 1755 and 1764, Bristol's incoming tonnages rose 
only nine percent. Most of the growth still occurred in 
Europe. The European trades went up a total of thirteen per­
cent while the American volume was up by only four percent.
The middle European and Mediterrean trades declined; the Bal­
tic and Iberian trades gained. Ireland kept pace with the 
average rise. The levels incoming traffic from North America 
remained virtually unchanged between 1754-5 and 1763-4.
During the late fifties and early sixties, the Seven 
Years War caught thirty Bristol merchants in financial dif­
ficulties. According to Professor Ashton, the second half of 
the 1750s was a time of prosperity for England. In sharp con­
trast, bankruptcies among Bristol merchants became more fre­
quent in the closing years of the fifties than at any other 
time since the late 1720s. (See Graph 6) During the long 
shipping decline of the thirties and forties, apparently cau­
tion had kept the toll of ruined merchants at a relatively 
constant rate of two a year. The cumlative effect had been 
deadening but was not as dramatic as the bust of the late 
fifties and early sixties. Over-extention during the post- 
Austrian War boom placed thirty Bristol merchants out on fis­
cal limbs. The disruptions of the Seven Years War sawed them 
off at a rate of four or five a year. Nevertheless, the city
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enjoyed a sharp rise in the volume of shipping during the late 
sixties. However, a renewed flurry of merchant bankruptcies 
in 1773 and 1774, indicated that the Bristol merchantile com­
munity was in some difficulty prior to the disaster of the 
American Revolution.
A  symptom of the economic woes in Bristol in the late 
sixties was growing pauperism. In 1768 the Bristol Corpora­
tion resorted to the degrading practice of affixing markings 
to the outer garments of those persons on relief. The soft­
ness of the city's economy was further illustrated by the lack 
of response to the rise in shipping by apprentice starts. It 
might have been that the old apprentice system had passed out 
of favor. In 1751 a House of Commons committee was of the 
opinion that the seven-year apprenticeship acted as a "great 
obstruction to industry and improvement." The committee rec­
ognized that the franchise requirements of municipal corpora­
tions perpetuated the system but they argued that "the most 
useful and beneficial manufacturers are primarily carried on 
and trade most flourishing, in towns and places as are under 
no such local disability." Nevertheless Bristol's attachment 
to the apprenticeship system had been sufficient enough that 
the apprentice starts responded to the upswings as well as 
the downturns as late as 1762-63. By 1773 the prosperity of 
the commercial classes began to show some cracks when bank­
ruptcies among merchants began to rise. In September of that 
year the Bristol fair was the "smallest ever remembered." A 
year and a half later the fires of revolution broke out in




Not withstanding the problems of the early seventies, 
the tonnages which had entered Bristol in 1774-1775 out­
stripped the 1764-65 total by eighty-seven percent. A strong 
upturn in the middle and late sixties had increased European 
trade by over fifty percent prior to the leveling off of the 
early seventies Very solid gains in the Baltic, middle Euro­
pean, and Mediterrean trades overwhelmed the downturn in Iber­
ian commerce. A fifty-two percent expansion in West Indian 
shipping nicely balanced the similar rise in the European 
total. Total shipping from America, however, was up one hun­
dred and twenty-two percent. In contrast to Bristol's ship­
ping distribution pattern of the two prior decades, expansion 
in the American trades swamped the European growth. This ex­
plosive rise in the American totals resulted from a tripling 
of the volume of shipping arriving in from North American 
ports. This rush from American was due to the booming of 
American guns rather than the booming of the American economy. 
In 1775 English and American ship owners were clearing out of 
the troubled American waters.
Bristol's overseas shipping in the first seventy-five 
years of the eighteenth century can be divided into three 
phases. The first phase extended from the opening years of 
the century until around 1730. Expansion characterized this 
phase. The overseas markets of Bristol were evenly divided 
between the European and the trans-Atlantic regions when phase 
one began. The European markets took on a more dominant role
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in the course of the expansion. From 1730 to around mid-cen­
tury, contraction characterized Bristol shipping. The impact 
of the decline fell most heavily upon Bristol's European 
trades. The American trades took over dominance in the city's 
restricted volume of shipping. The upturn of shipping, which 
began in the late forties, revitalized the European markets. 
The boom, however, was uneven, particularly in the late six­
ties and early seventies. The third phase came to a close 
with a rush of shipping in from the North American colonies 
to escape the violence of revolt.
Despite Bristol's shipping having a distinct western 
focus, the city's merchants were unable to take full advan­
tage of the expansion of the colonial trade which dominated 
English overseas trade in the eighteenth century. Bristol's 
tobacco trade was an example of the city's difficulties in 
capitalizing on the western orientation of city's shipping 
pattern.
Tobacco production in America boomed in the late twen­
ties and thirties. Bristol attempted to take advantage of the 
expansion. In 1727, Bristol's imports of the weed rose to six 
million pounds, twice the average annual take since 1700. But 
Bristol merchants were unable to sustain the expansion; im­
ports fell again in 1729 to about four million. Except for an 
occasional rise to near the five million pounds mark, Bris­
tol tobacco imports lingered about the four million pounds 
level until the 1770s. Meanwhile British inports as a whole 
continued to grow. By 1760 the British tobacco trade doubled
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the 1712-1715 official value and it doubled again by 1773.
Bristol, on the other hand, never again broke the five million 
25
pounds volume of 1728.
Bristol's unique position of being the only major to­
bacco port to domestically market more than fifty percent of 
its imports, limited growth. Glasgow merchants, who were deep­
ly embroiled in overseas marketing, increased their tobacco 
imports nine times over between 1720 and 1770. The primary 
overseas market for Bristol tobacco was Ireland. But Bristol 
merchants did not maintain the proportion of the expanding 
Irish trade that they had enjoyed in the early years of the 
century. Thus expansion of Bristol's markets for tobacco 
were largely limited to the growth of population and pros­
perity in the domestic market.
The population size and economic conditions in Bris­
tol's home market were not only the limits of Bristol tobacco 
trade but functioned as the dynamic principle of all Bristol's 
trades. To understand the fluctuation of Bristol's commerce 
we turn next to an examination of its home markets.
Daniel Defoe witnessed Bristol's domestic marketing 
methods of the 1720s. To paraphrase Defoe's verbal picture 
of Bristol's commerce at its pre-depression heights, would be 
to crop the vision he recorded:
The Merchants of this city not only have the 
greatest trade (except London) but they trade 
with more entire independency upon London, than 
any other town in Britain.
Whatever exportation they make to any port of 
the world they are able to bring the full re­
turn back to their own port and can dispose of
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it here. This is not the case in any other 
port in England. But they are oblig'd to 
ship part of the effects in the ports abroad, 
on the ships bound to London, or to consign 
their own ships to London in order to get 
freight, as also to dispose of their own car­
goes. But the Bristol merchants as they have 
a very great trade abroad, so they have also 
buyers that no cargo is too big for them. To 
this purpose, the shop keepers in Bristol who 
in general are all wholesale men have so 
great an inland trade among at the western 
countries, that they maintain carriers, just 
as the London tradesmen do, to all the prin­
cipal countries and towns from Southhampton 
in the south, even to the Banks of the Trent 
north; and tho' they have no navigable river 
that way, yet they drive a very great trade 
through all three counties.
Add to this, that, as well by sea, as by the 
navigation of two great rivers the Weye, and 
the Severn, they have the whole of South-Wales; 
and as to their trade to Ireland, it is not 
only great in itself, but is prodigiously 
increased in these last thirty years, since 
the Revolution, not withstanding the great 
enchroachment of the merchants at Liver­
pool. .. 26
In his description of the region around the Avon river
of Shakesperian fame, Defoe added another glimpse of Bristol's
home market.
The navigation of the river Avon is an ex­
ceeding advantage to all the ports of the 
country, also to the commerce of the city of 
Bristol. For by this river they drive a very 
great trade of sugar, oil, wine, tobacco, iron, 
lead, and in a word, heavy goods which are car­
ried by water almost as far as Warwich; and in 
return the corn, and especially the cheese, is 
brought back from Gloucestershire and Warwich- 
shire to Bristol.27
The marketing region outlined by Defoe can be focused. 
It consisted chiefly of the English counties of Gloucester­
shire, Somerset, Wiltshire, Momouthshire, Worcestershire,
28
Hereford, and Warwickshire, and conceivably a third of Wales.
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At the beginning of the eighteenth century, these English 
counties lay within or bordered upon, the primary concentra­
tion of the British population. The predominant economic ac­
tivities of the region were agriculture and the west country 
cloth industry. The fluctuation of population, agriculture, 
and the cloth industry set the perimeters of the capacity 
consumption by Bristol's home market and thereby set up the 
trends in Bristol's overseas trade.
In 1701 about 948,000 persons resided in Bristol's 
market region— approximately sixteen percent of the estimated 
total population of England and Wales. By mid-century the 
population of the region had grown to around 1,043,00 or 
nearly seventeen percent of the English and Welsh total. The 
expansion, however, did not occur in steady increments. The 
national population, estimated to have been 5,826,000 in 1700 
grew during the first two decades of the century to 6,000,000. 
Then in the next two decades the population declined to
5.926.000 by 1740. An upturn then began. By mid-century the 
general population stood near 6,140,000. In the next thirty 
years the population grew by about a half million in each de­
cade. By 1780 the nation's inhabitants numbered close to
7.531.000 and the population of Bristol's domestic markets
29
was about 1,266,000 or 16.8 percent of the total.
If in fact the population of Bristol market areas did 
conform to the national trend, the pattern is rather harmonic 
with the basic trends of Bristol's trade: expansion early in 
the century, a dip after 1730, and the revival until mid-cen­
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tury which continued until the American Revolution. Such a 
pattern, nevertheless, does not explain Bristol trade fluctu­
ation counter to the national trade figures. There are addi­
tional facets to the area's population growth pattern which 
more closely relate to the natures of the local economics and 
to Bristol's trade.
The estimated natural increase of the market region's 
population during the first half of the century is pegged at 
170,000. Yet the population expanded by only 95,000. (See 
Table 8) Mobility out of the region accounted for the 75,000 
person deficiency. The agricultural area, Herefordshire, 
Wiltshire, and Wales, lost 73,000 persons from emigration.
The counties of Monmouthshire, Somerset, and Worcestershire, 
which had mixed economies of agriculture and manufacturing, 
lost 33,000. The total losses were cut by migration into the 
industrial and commercial centers in Gloucestershire and 
Warwichshire. (The Borough of Bristol is included in the 
Gloucestershire estimate.) The agricultural and mixed eco­
nomic areas of the region virtually stood still over the first 
30
half of the century.
In the period 1750-1780, migration continued to drain 
off some of the region's natural increase in population. The 
inhabitants of the area probably multiplied by 259,000. But 
the population count went up by only 223,000. More than
10,000 persons left the region each decade. Migration con­
tinued out of the agricultural districts, but the largest 
number of migrants departed from Gloucestershire and Somerset.
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Table 8 Population of Bristol Market Region 1701-1781, in thousands
Pop/1701 Natural Migration Pop/1751 Natural Migration Pop/1781
increase increase
Industrial & Commercial
Gloucestershire 155 29 +19 203 45 -16 232













































































































Over 45,000 persons relocated away from the immediate vicinity
of Bristol. The largest migratory gains in the region occured
in the industrial and commercial county of Warwichshire. Most
of the 29,000 persons who moved into that county probably set-
31
tied in the vicinities of Coventry and Birmingham. During 
the course of the eighteenth century both of these developing 
industrial sites progressively gravitated away from Bristol and 
into the commercial spheres of Liverpool, Hull, and London. 
Bristol's connections with the Midlands were never severed but 
the stream of commerce from the north rim of its trading re­
gion began to follow in other directions and when the great 
expansion of the new industrial towns did occur, most of the 
commercial benefits did not drain south down the Severn.
The overall effect of mobility on Bristol marketing 
region was a sapping of the natural population increases. In 
the first half of the century, the population areas of agri­
cultural and mixed economies within the region virtually stag­
nated. If the region responded to the national decline of 
population midway through the period, the numbers of poten­
tial customers in the region's agricultural areas declined 
more extensively than figures from the beginning and end of 
the period imply. From mid-century to 1780, the erosion from 
the agricultural area slackened but the area around Bristol 
experienced an extensive outward migration. The general shift 
of population within the region appears to have conformed to 
the national trend of northward migration— a movement of cus­
tomers to the fringes of Bristol's commercial gravity. The
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image projected ought not be of general decay. The region in­
creased its share of the nation's population during the first 
half of the century, if only slightly, and it maintained its 
proportion of the nation's inhabitants until 1780. The picture 
of the region was one of little appreciable growth in relation 
to other regions of the country and in which certain areas of 
the region experienced some difficulties.
The difficulties in certain areas of Bristol's market 
region stemmed largely from agricultural depression. From 
the early 1720s until the mid 1740s, prices for agricultural 
products were low. Despite the short term gains from crop 
failures, the agricultural sector of the British economy en­
dured a long term depression from 1730 to 1750. The migra­
tion out of the agricultural areas of the Bristol marketing 
region testifies to the local effects of the depression which 
not only cut into the potential size of Bristol's domestic 
markets but also sapped the buying power of at least a third 
of the inhabitants of the region. The indirect effects prob­
ably involved a still greater sector of the economy. Nation­
ally when agricultural prices were down, industrial output 
declined. Locally the agricultural depression had a coinci­
dental if not causal relationship with the decline in Bristol's 
shipping from 1730 to 1745. The revival in Bristol's commerce 
also coincided with the reversal of the agricultural price 
trend. The slackening of the migration out of agricultural 
areas and the continued rise of Bristol commerce closely par­
alleled the continued rise in agricultural prices. The agri-
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cultural sector of the Bristol market region set the basic 
32
rhythm of the market. The west country cloth industry played 
the melody to which the Bristol market danced.
From the Stoudwater Valley, south and west along the 
valleys of the Avon and Frome, the towns and villages of the 
west county cloth industry arched from east to west around 
Bristol. The rainbow of Chalford, Chipperton, Trowbridge, and 
Shepton Mallet glowed brightly round about Bristol in the first 
twenty years of the century. The first two decades have been 
described as the "most prosperous which the area had exper­
ienced since the beginning of the seventeenth century." The 
west country was yet without rival in the woolen industry. A 
few years later western clothiers looked back upon the period 
as a golden era when fortunes of £40,000 and £50,000 were to 
be made and woolens dominated English exports. The prosperity 
of the cloth towns drew immigrants in from the countryside.
The town of Frome grew by ten thousand persons in the twenty 
years before 1726, if Defoe's enthusiastic description is to 
be believed. And even if Defoe exaggerated a bit, the impres­
sion of the area has to be one of burgeoning industry and pop-
33
ulation.
In the 1720s the glow faded from the rainbow and by 
1726 the dark clouds of depression hung over the cloth in­
dustry. Whether the cause was foreign competition cutting in­
to the middle European markets, or over investment in men and 
machines during the prosperous years, or Yorkshire competition 
eroding the domestic market for the cheaper grades of cloth,
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or the indirect effect of the declining agricultural prices, 
or a combination of all these and more, the results were the 
same. By 1728 the cloth industry was so depressed that em­
ployers cut wages of the weavers. Bad harvests, high food 
prices, and reduced wages set the weavers to riot. In the 
eastern suburbs of Bristol, weavers burned looms and pulled 
down a house or two. Soldiers moved in, rioters were killed
and a few Bristol merchants went bankrupt in the whole bloody 
34
mess.
The cloth industry improved a little in the thirties 
but by the forties starvation wages and the scarcity of food 
had the weavers back in the streets. No relief came for the 
cloth industry from the export markets. Woolen exports in 
the 1740s were lower than in the twenties. The export market 
did not improve until the Seven Years War and by then York­
shire dominated the cheap grades of cloth from which the war 
supplies were drawn.
Shifts in style and centers of production apparently 
cut into the west country clothiers market and Bristol trade.
In 1752 Parliament passed legislation allowing Yarmouth to 
import Irish woolen yarn. Bristol merchants unsuccessfully 
petitioned against the erosion of their monopoly on Irish 
yarn imports. From the 1760s onward, competition from York­
shire restricted the ability of west country clothiers to 
take advantage of increasing overseas demand. In the mid­
sixties and seventies, the west country again had some bad 
moments. In 1765 the cloth trade in Wiltshire was so depressed
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that a clothier was more likely to be found passing his time
on the sporting field than at his business. In 1774 the cloth
industry around Chippendom was virtually dead due to Bristol
35
merchants not provisioning for America.
According to Julian Mann, the English domestic market 
was the primary consumer of west country cloth. The cloth in­
dustry grew and prospered according to the fluctuations of 
that market. Thus we find the principle industrial sector of 
Bristol's marketing region intricately connected to the de­
mands of the larger domestic market, and the trade of Bristol
doubly tied to population size and prosperity within its own 
36
domestic market region.
Perhaps, as contended by W. E. Minchinton, the rela­
tive decline of the port of Bristol was due to the merchants 
of Bristol being a bit lethargic in their established trades,
a bit slow to improve their harbor facilities, a bit unlucky 
39
in the follies of war. But a more satisfactory analysis 
for the relative decline of the port lies in the mechanics of 
its domestic market. The question does arise as to why Bris­
tol merchants, when confronted with depressed local markets, 
did not alter their distribution system and reship their im­
ports to stronger markets in Britain. There is evidence they 
attempted to do just that. Whenever a decline in overseas 
shipping set in, a temporary rise occured in the number of 
coasting vessels calling at the port. (See Graph 7) But the 
inertia of established patterns of marketing are difficult to 
break. In the eighteenth century, as today, the personal re­
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lationship between wholesalers and retailers which built suc­
cessful commercial relationships took years to develop. Addi­
tionally to alter a traditional system that had been eminently 
successful for generations to compensate for a crisis which 
will always solve itself tomorrow, was asking a bit much of 
human nature. And thus the limits of Bristol's overseas trade 
were bound to the capacity of its domestic market. No matter 
what overseas trade the merchants of Bristol may have pursued 
nor with what vigor they pursued them, the domestic market 
had to be able to absorb the trade.
Both the agricultural and industrial sectors of Bris­
tol' s home markets were strong in the first two decades of 
the century. The population of both sectors of the home mar­
ket softened in the twenties and declined into the thirties 
and forties. An upturn in population rallied the market in 
the fifties and sixties. But difficulties in the cloth in­
dustry continued as population shifted away from Bristol in 
the sixties and seventies. Bristol shipping followed a par­
allel course and Bristol was in shoal waters before she found 
herself fighting for survival on the leeshore of the American 
Revolution.
Bristol's economic voyage across the first three-quar­
ters of the eighteenth century spanned the careers of three 
or four generations of the city's mercantile masters. Watches 
changed by death and bankruptcy. New men had to be trained 
to take the place of those who died or were swept away in fis­
cal storms. New men, who by their skills and good luck dem­
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onstrated their right to chart the city's course, replaced old 
men's heirs who lost the desire or never had the ability. It 
is to the masters, merchants of Bristol, we next turn.
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CHAPTER V
MERCHANTS
The trading spirit permeated the soul of Bristol.
Roger North described the city as a port where "all men that
are dealers, even in shop traders, launch into adventure at
sea, chiefly to the West Indian Plantations and Spain. A poor
shopkeeper that sells candles will have a bale of stockings
1
or a piece of stuff for Nevis or Virginia..." Despite the 
efforts of the Bristol Society of Merchant Venturers to gain 
exclusive control of the city's overseas trade, importing and 
exporting remained open to every man or every women who could 
muster a shipment. Eighteenth century customs records list 
hundreds of Bristolians who shipped or received goods.
One such Bristolian was Stephen Perry. He was not a 
dabbler in speculative exports like Miss Johanna Perry, who 
occasionally sent some ribbons and stays to the colonies on 
consignment. Perry owned the principal share in more than 
one vessel which carried his goods and, on occasion, trans­
ported felons to the American colonies. He was a signatory 
of an agreement among Bristol sugar importers. One of his 
American correspondents, John Moffat of Portsmouth, New Hamp­
shire, dealt with Perry for over twenty years. Primarily 
Perry exported nails, tools, anchors, iron, and cordage to 
Moffat. The cordage probably came from the ropewalks of 
Perry's neighbor and fellow Presbyterian, Richard Farr. The 
metalware probably came from Perry's own forges. For although
140
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he fulfilled the functions which Thomas C. Cochran attributed 
to merchants in colonial America and played more than one role 
to which T. S. Ashton ascribed the use of the word merchant in 
18th century England, Perry was not a Bristol merchant. Perry 
was a smith. He apprenticed as a smith. He never relinquish
that trade. He listed his trade as anchorsmith when he voted;
2
he trained his son Stephen as an anchorsmith.
Apparently Stephen Perry extended his markets beyond 
the confines of Bristol. Incidental to his marketing opera­
tions, he acquired the means of transporting his goods and 
carried on commerce in commodities other than those of his 
own manufacture. Despite his extensive involvement in over­
seas ventures, neither Perry himself nor the Bristol community 
considered him a merchant. Recognition of a Bristolian as a 
merchant came primarily by way of induction into the city's 
burgesscy with that occupational title. Between 1701 and 1775 
the city chamberlain recorded 549 such merchants in the Burgess 
Register.
Merchants constituted a small percentage of the 16,987 
registrations. And the number of merchants and their percent­
ages in the burgesscy got smaller throughout the period. From 
1701 to 1738, 325 merchants registered; but the shipping de­
cline of the thirties began to restrain apprentice opportuni­
ties in the mercantile trade, and in the next 37 years only 
224 registered. In the first half of the period, merchants 
made up 4.1 percent of the registrations; in the second half 
they slipped to 2.7 percent. Relative to the city's total
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population, their number became even smaller.
We know how many Bristol merchants there were, and 
what percentage of the burgessy they composed, but we have yet 
to define their function in the city's economy. By an examin­
ation of the Society of Merchant Venturers, we can more close­
ly define a Bristol merchant. Not all Bristol merchants be­
longed to the Society; the membership tended to be somewhat 
exclusive. After 1750, the Venturers absorbed only a third
of the new merchants. Yet from 1700 to 1775 the Society did
4
involve over half of the Bristol merchants. The Society has 
retained extensive records of its past and has graciously al­
lowed Mr. John Latimer, Professors Patrick McGarth and W. A. 
Minchinton, and some others to conduct intensive research in 
the priceless collection. Thus, information is available on 
half of the Bristol merchants of the eighteenth century.
Chartered in 1552 by Edward VI, the Society fell into 
decay during the reign of Elizabeth I. Prior to Edward's 
charter, the municipal corporation had regulated the guild of 
merchants by ordinance. In 1605 the corporation took itself 
the reorganization of the Society. The mayor appointed new 
officers. During the year following the reorganization, any 
Bristol burgess was allowed to join the Society upon payment 
of a twenty-shilling fine and relinquishment of all vocations 
other than merchant. The requirement that a member be ex­
clusively a merchant continued into the eighteenth century.
In the early 1730s, six apprentices of members were struck 
from the Society's rolls ostensibly for not trading as mer-




In the common usage of eighteenth century England, the 
term "merchant" was ambiguous. "It /"the word merchant? was 
used to cover not only the wholesale trader in distant mar­
kets, but also the stock jobber, loan contractor, banker, ex­
change broker, and bullion dealer of London" according to 
T. S. Ashton. Yet it is W. E. Minchinton's judgement, based 
on his extensive work in the records of the Merchant Ventuers, 
that "meer merchant", a term which consistently appeared in 
resolutions governing the admission of members, was limited 
to "those who entirely engaged in trade in a wholesale way." 
John Latimer, an earlier researcher in the same accounts and
proceedings, coupled "meer merchant" with one engaged in over- 
6
seas trade.
It appears that the economy of Bristol was sufficient­
ly complex and differentiated, that individuals could and did 
operate exclusively as wholesale importers and exporters and 
it was from this group that the membership of the Bristol 
Merchant Venturers was drawn. Such membership requirements, 
however, did not preclude Society members from diversifica­
tion of investments in joint or individual ownership of ships, 
docks, mines, manufactories, and land, both at home or in the 
colonies. And the arrangement by which a trusted employee or 
near relative had the local retail rights to a merchant's im­
ports, may well have been in use in Bristol as it was in 
7
Hull.
The procedures to gain entry into the Society were
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similar to those to gain freedom of the city, with one excep­
tion: daughters and widows of members did not convey the right 
to memberships to their grooms. Apprenticeship, as in the 
corporation, was the most common method of gaining freedom.
Of the 294 admissions between 1701 and 1775, fifty-eight 
percent were by apprenticeship. Most apprentices were mem­
bers' sons, bound to their fathers or near relatives. Some 
apprentices such as William Swymmer, bound to his uncle An­
thony Swymmer on 17 April 1715, carried on the family's role 
in the Society that dated back to mid or early seventeenth 
century. Others, like Cornelius Lyde, apprenticed to his fa­
ther Lionel on 26 September 1720, constituted the first at­
tempt by a new member, recently admitted by payment of a fine,
to sustain the family's new found economic and social pres- 
8
tige.
The majority of apprentices sprang from Bristol fam­
ilies but some hailed from clans in the neighboring counties 
of Gloucestershire and Somerset. A few came from more dis­
tant places: sons of Cornwall, Lancastershire, and Pembroke­
shire were among the apprentices of the Merchant Venturers. 
Occasionally a London merchant sent a son to Bristol for train­
ing under a business associate who was a member of the Society.
The opportunity for an outlander to enter the Bristol mercan-
9
tile elite usually came by way of family connections.
The second most common way of joining the Merchant 
Venturers was to purchase a membership by paying a substantial 
fine. Before 1713 the amount of the fine varied but thirty
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pounds was the most common assessment. The Society raised the 
fine in 1713 fifty pounds and again in 1725 to one hundred 
pounds. Five years later the fine went up to two hundred 
pounds, where it remained until 1738. In February 1738 the 
Hall of the Society (not the building but the voting member­
ship) temporarily reduced the fine to one hundred pounds, ad­
mitted eleven purchasers and then pegged the fine at two hun­
dred fifty pounds. The Hall next lowered the fine in the 
1760s. From 1765 to 1769, the cost of entry stood at 150 
pounds and then went up to two hundred pounds. Sixty-eight 
merchants bought their way into the Society between 1701 and 
1775. The pattern of admissions of this twenty-three percent 
of the Society's membership reveals a great deal about the 
Society's response to changing economic conditions. It will 
be discussed later in the chapter.
The merchant who would buy a membership had to be a 
person not only of substanial wealth to pay the fine, but also 
acceptable to the Hall. In the midst of the religious contro­
versy aroused by the passage of the Occasional Conformity 
Acts, the Hall rejected the petition for membership from 
Charles Harford. Harford was a Quaker. The Hall further or­
dered that henceforth no Quaker was to be admitted by fine.
But the Hall rescinded the order in 1720, shortly after Par­
liament repealed the Occasional Conformity Act, and religious 
barriers seem to have gradually faded. A number of Quakers 
and Presbyterians are known to have been members of the So­
ciety later in the century."
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Generally, merchants who petitioned successfully for a 
purchased membership enjoyed some prior relationship with a 
member. William Blackwell, admitted by fine in 1706, was a 
blood relation to member John Blackwell. Seth Clayton, ad­
mitted by fine in 1712, had served as an apprentice to Samuel 
Shawe, prior to Shawe's admission by fine in 1706. The War of 
the Spanish Succession occasioned the formation of some rela­
tionship that later aided petitioners. One such case was 
that of Edward Foy. In 1710 Foy was one of the two principal 
owners of the privateer Constantine. Foy's partner was Isaac 
Elton, a second-generation member of the Society by virtue of 
his apprenticeship to his father Abraham. The senior Elton 
had joined the Merchant Venturers in 1690 by fine. Isaac 
Elton had gained his membership in 1702. Isaac's brother 
Jacob (if all the names sound vaguely familiar, the cast does 
bear a slight resemblance to an earlier work by a different 
author), a Merchant Venturer since 1705, owned a third of the 
privateer Foy of which Edward Foy took command in 1712. The 
other two partners in the Foy, William Clarke and Sir John 
Hawkins, had purchased their way into the Society; Clarke in
1692, Hawkins in 1702. Foy successfully petitioned for mem- 
12
bership in 1713.
Men who entered the Society by fine appear to have 
been achievers who by good fortune and good judgment had dis­
tinguished themselves in the maritime community. For many 
the Society was a stepping stone into the political elite of 
the city. Between 1701 and 1726 fourteen of the thirty-
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seven men admitted into the Society by fine went on to be se­
lected into the city's Common Council. In the early part of 
the century, it is difficult to distinguish whether the So­
ciety coopted men because they were obviously on their way up 
politically or if acceptance by the Merchant Venturers marked 
men as potential candidates for city offices. By the 1760s, 
the situation differed. The Society clearly sought to bring 
in politically established men in an attempt to strenghten 
its own political situation when the Venturers admitted four­
teen members by fine from 1766 to 1769. Five of the fourteen 
were Common Councilors prior to their admission. Two more 
joined the Council within two years of joining the Society.
Whatever the political circumstances of the addmis-
sions, finepayers brought new blood into the Society and in
many instances, they proved to be long term political assets
to the Society. Edward Foy, the Elton protege, became a city
councilor in 1715. His sons followed in his footsteps. A
Foy was to be found on the Council until 1783. Likewise
Richard Farr, admitted into the Society by fine in 1738,
succeeded to the Council in 1746. By 1776, Farr, his sons
John and Thomas, and his apprentice Thomas Deane held a
13
tenth of the votes in the Common Council among them.
Fate was not always so kind to the new blood. Noblet 
Ruddock's meteoric rise in commerce gained him burgess status 
by vote of the Common Council in 1716. In 1718 both the Mer­
chant Venturers and the Common Council selected him for mem­
bership. He had already been chosen to the vestry of St.
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Augustine's parish. Yet tragedy stalked Ruddock from the time 
of his entry into the city's elite. In 1719 he lost his four- 
year-old son, Noblet. In May 1722, while he served as one of 
the city's sheriffs, he buried his daughters Parnell and Su- 
sana, ages nine and two. His wife Susana died shortly there­
after. In 1724 his brother Andrew died in January, followed 
in November by his brother Joseph. Ruddock continued to 
strive to build the family position. Six days after he bur­
ied his brother Joseph, Noblet apprenticed his son Thomas and 
nephew Joseph to himself. Fate was to be no kinder. Ruddock's 
fortune crumbled and in December 1726 he was bankrupt. Rud­
dock was still determined to recover. He remarried and in 
1727 he enrolled his son Philip in the apprentice book of the 
Merchant Venturers. His son's enrollment was perhaps a final 
gesture; Ruddock left Bristol for the West Indies in 1728.
The dynasty never got started. Sons and nephews never com­
pleted their apprenticeships. Only one of Ruddock's appren­
tices, Joseph Blisset, was able to complete his apprentice­
ship and gain his membership in the Society. Blisset had 
been turned over to James Laroche, the man whom the Common 
Council elected in 1734 to replace Ruddock on the Council.
The final stroke of Ruddock's Bristol career came in 1736,
when the secretary of the Merchant Venturers struck the name
14
of Noblet Ruddock from the Society's roll.
There remains the admission of old blood into the 
Merchant Venturers; it occurred in two varieties. The sons 
of members could join the Society without an apprenticeship.
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They did so by payment of a fee. The amount of the fee and 
the designation of the type of admission depended upon whether 
the family had orginally joined the Society by apprenticeship 
or fine. Sons of old boy apprentices claimed their patrimonic 
membership by payment of four shillings and six pence. The 
Redempters, sons of membership purchasers, paid forty shil­
lings. Patrimony accounted for seven percent of the admis-
15
sions; Redemption made up twelve percent.
The volume of admissions and the mix of old and new 
bloods into the Merchant Venturers shaped the very nature of 
the Society. During the first three quarters of the century, 
the number of merchant among Bristol's burgesses declined; a 
slight decline began during 1725 to 1750 and then a sharp drop 
occurred between 1751 and 1775. (See Table 9) A decline in 
admission into the Merchant Venturers during the second quar­
ter of the century closely paralleled the general decline of 
merchant burgesses. But the Society's decline in the third 
quarter was more acute than that of the merchant burgesses.
As a result the Society became more exclusive as the century 
progressed. When the period 1701-1775 is divided in half, 
the decline in the number of Bristol merchants and of the So­
ciety's membership is particularly visible. Before 1738,
325 merchants entered the city's burgess; after 1738, 224 
gained their freedom. The results of the decline in shipping 
can be seen in the second half. The effect on the Society was 
even greater. Before 1738, 204 merchants joined the Ventur­
ers; after 1738, 90 joined.
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Between 1701 and 1738, apprenticeships accounted for 
sixty-two percent of the admissions to the Society. More than 
a quarter of the new members entered by fine. Non-apprenticed 
sons accounted for twelve percent of the admissions. The ap- 
prenticeship-based-entries numbered four or five a year during 
most of the first decade of the century and then tended to 
roll in waves peaking at seven-year intervals. A wave crested 
in 1713; another in 1720. The rise in 1727 was not as high 
but the swell lingered into the early thirties. A sharp peak 
rose in 1737 and then a long flat calm ensued.
The rhythm of the apprentice based admissions closely 
paralleled the up and down of the city's economic outlook of 
seven years prior to the admissions. The good years of the 
first decade (up to 1707), coupled with the flush of new mem­
bers who after their twenty-fourth birthday could take on ap­
prentices, generated the 1713 wave. The post-war boom which 
began before the signing of the Treaty of Utrecht set the 
1720 wave in motion. Fiscal problems which occurred around 
1720 dampened the 1727 response but the upswing in the early 
twenties extended the time dimension of the 1727 rise. The 
downturn of shipping in the thirties stilled the waves of the 
forties but not before the long swell of 1727-29 generated 
one more wave in 1737-40.
The influxes of finepayers reinforced the apprentice­
ship waves. The infusions of new blood into the body mercan­
tile adventurer came during good times when the market place 
was expanding. Only on two occasions finepayers did come in
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Table 9 Admissions into Merchant Status
Column A Number of Admissions into Society of Merchant 
Venturers (SMV) by Apprenticeship
Column B Number of Admissions into SMV by Fine
Column C Number of Admissions into SMV by Patrimony
Column D Number of Admissions in SMV by Redemption
Column E Total Number of Admissions into SMV
Column F Total Number of Admissions of Merchant-Burgesses
Column G Total Number of Admissions of Burgesses
Note: "E" on far right of a row indicated parliamentary
election was held during that corporate year
Source: Minchinton, Politics, 208-215; BAO, MSS Burgess Regiser
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Table 9 Part One
Year A B C
1701 6 0 1
02 0 0 0
03 5 5 0
04 5 0 0
05 0 0 1
06 4 3 1
07 4 0 0
08 2 1 0
09 1 0 0
10 0 1 0
11 2 1 0
12 2 2 0
13 10 8 0
14 3 2 0
15 2 0 0
16 4 0 0
17 1 1 0
18 0 1 0
19 1 2 0
20 9 3 2
21 4 0 0
22 2 0 0
23 3 2 0
24 2 2 0
25 3 2 0
26 1 1 0
27 6 0 0
28 4 0 1
29 5 0 0
30 2 4 0
31 3 0 0
32 5 0 0
33 4 0 0
34 2 0 0
35 3 0 2
36 3 0 0
37 9 0 2
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Table 9 Part Two
Year A B C
1739 1 0 0
40 5 0 0
41 0 0 0
42 0 0 0
43 3 0 1
44 0 0 0
45 0 0 0
46 2 0 0
47 3 0 0
48 2 0 0
49 2 0 1
50 0 0 0
51 0 0 0
52 3 0 0
53 1 0 0
54 2 0 0
55 0 0 0
56 1 0 0
57 0 0 1
58 1 0 2
59 0 0 2
60 4 0 0
61 4 0 1
62 1 0 0
63 0 0 0
64 2 0 0
65 1 0 0
66 0 6 1
67 0 6 2
68 2 2 0
69 1 2 0
70 0 0 0
71 0 0 0
72 0 0 0
73 2 0 0
74 0 0 0
75 2 0 0
Sub 45 16 11
Total
Part 125 52 10
One
Total 170 68 21
E F G
1 5 182
5 22 976 E
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following a decline in the market and then the Society appears 
to have taken on those men who proved they could swim against 
the tide. The first eighteenth century infusion entered the 
Venturers in 1703 during the early slavery boom. The sound 
group came in during the rise in the economy which followed 
the War of Spanish Succession. The third group's induction in 
1719-20 followed the bankruptcies of four merchants in the 
turbulence of the little Spanish War of 1718-19. The good 
years of the mid-twenties witnessed a small stream of fine­
payers coming in during 1724-26. The depression in the cloth 
industry and the accompanying mercantile bankruptcies cut off 
the stream until 1730 when another spurt got in before the 
city's shipping began its long slide down. One more group, 
the largest number in a single year, was allowed into the 
Society in 1738. These eleven finepayers constituted a des­
perate attempt by the mercantile elite to regenerate itself 
in the face of the most sustained erosion of its economic 
base to occur in the century. The transfusion could not cure 
the disease and not a single finepayer joined the Merchant 
Venturers for the next twenty-eight years.
In the second half of the period (1739-1775), appren­
ticeships generated less than fifty percent of the admissions. 
The finepayers admitted in the 1760s made up on seventeen per­
cent of the entries. And although the number of non-appren­
ticed sons admitted was only three more than in the first 
half of the period, patrimony and redemption accounted for a 
third of the admissions. The most dramatic deviation in the
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pattern of admissions during 1739-1775, besides there being 
less than half as many as in the 1701-1738 period, was the 
shift away from the two methods by which the outsider could 
enter the Venturers— namely apprenticeship and fine.
Beginning in the 1730s, the Society closely scrutin­
ized its apprenticeship program. In late 1730, the standing 
committee on apprenticeship recommended that seven young men 
then enrolled as apprentices be struck from the register be­
cause they weren't acting as merchants. The Hall concured. 
Later that decade the old rule by which an apprentice who was 
not a blood relative of a member was required to pay a con­
sideration to his master Merchant Venturer, was revised and 
enforced. For example, in 1737 the Hall refused to enroll
Benjamin Pope as an apprentice to John Hobhouse because Pope
16
had not paid a consideration to Hobhouse.
The controversy over apprentices reflected not only 
the squeeze of a shrinking market but also constituted a 
round in an ongoing feud between factions within the Merchant 
Venturers. The purge of apprentices in 1731 was an attack by 
some of the older families in the Society directed against 
the growing number of finepayers and their expanding commer­
cial families. Five of the seven rejected apprentices were 
bound to finepayers: William Tonge, apprentice of Abraham 
Hooke admitted by fine 1691; Edward Hancock, apprentice of 
John Blackwell admitted by fine 1703; Edward Baugh, son and 
apprentice of Edward Baugh admitted by fine 1713; Mathew Foy, 
son and apprentice of Edward Foy admitted by fine 1713; and
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Philip Nourse, bound to William Jeffries admitted by fine 
1724. The two other apprentices struck from the rolls, Ed­
ward Wilcocks and Nathaniel King, were bound to the finepayer 
Edward Foy's two sons John and Nathaniel. Another apprentice, 
Peter Muggleworth, was investigated but only cautioned. His 
master was John Day, one of the old line Days and not of the 
James Day line recently begun by fine in 1713. The incident
in 1737 also involved a member who entered by fine. Hob-
17
house had paid fifty pounds in 1724 to join the Society.
The factional attack fell particularly on the Foy 
family. Not only did a son and two apprentices suffer rejec­
tion but the purge occurred during Edward's term as mayor of 
the city. Son John had been selected to the Common Council 
that year and would begin his term as sheriff the following 
September. Some satisfaction was regained when circumstances 
and the power balance had changed but Edward Foy did not live 
to see it. He died on July 1737. The following December 1, 
the Society admitted eleven finepayers. The largest of infu­
sions happened under the mastership of John Coysgarne, the 
son of a finepayer, a man who joined the Society the same 
year as Edward Foy and whose connections with the Foys went 
back to his father's apprenticeship to William Foy. Among 
those eleven finepayers were William Tonge and Edward Wilcocks. 
On 16 October 1749, in the last month of John Foy's mastership
of the Venturers, his brother Matthew was given his membership
18
by right of his apprenticeship to their late father.
Besides attempts to control future factional strength
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by manipulation of admissions, the rivalry within the Hall 
manifested itself in a movement to stabilize and regulate the 
succession of the officers of the Society. The movement to 
eliminate irregularities in officeholding was perhaps the 
source of the feud rather than a manifestation of the feud.
It arose out of an attempt to calm the political chaos in the 
late seventeenth century. Old members of the Society who 
wished to stabilize the succession of officers found allies 
among new finepaying admitees; the ranks of this faction con­
tinued to draw strength from the finepayers even after it 
succeeded in stabilizing office holdings. That phase of the 
feud ended in 1710. The second phase of the feud, the mani­
pulation of admissions began before the first phase ended and 
grew up as a direct result of the first phase. The group 
whose power was limited by stabilization also resorted to the 
tactic of drawing strength from outsiders. Additionally as 
we have seen they attempted to restrict the growth of their 
opposition's strength.
The first phase of the feud shaped up about the time 
of the displacement of James II. The conflict centered on 
the procedure of succession to the officers of Master and 
Wardens, the principal offices of the Venturers. Annually 
elected on 10 November, the Master, the chief executive offi­
cer, and the two wardens served a one year term. The Hall 
normally elected a member to a wardenship a few years after
his joining the Society and then elected past wardens to the
19
mastership in rotation of seniority. But in the seventeenth
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century, the pattern of succession was erratic. Disruptions 
by the Civil War, the Restoration, Royal dabblings in local 
government, and the Revolution caused the irregularities.
The attempt to regularize the rotations of the membership 
through the wardenships and masterships was an effort to in­
sulate the Society for external pressures and internal squab­
bles.
Most of the characters involved in the feud during
the last two decades of the seventeenth century sprang from
family lines well established in the Venturers. The Donning,
Eston, Earle, and Hart families had been members since the
1660s. The Haymans and Tochnells joined in the 1640s and
50s. The Merrickes, Swymmers, and Yates dated back to the
30s and the Creswicke and Jackson lines had belonged since at
21
least the second decade of the century. All shades of the 
political spectrum colored this mercantile elite.
The irregularity of succession became particularly 
acute during the 1680s. During the year ending 10 November 
1681, Walter Jackson served as Master. Jackson had served 
his one year term as warden in 1674— six years before his 
mastership and eleven years after his admission to the So­
ciety. During the year beginning 10 November 1681, Thomas 
Eston served as Master. Eston had joined the Society in 
1762, a year before Jackson, and had been warden three years 
before Jackson. But Eston had had to wait eleven years be­
fore the Hall elected him master. William Merricke succeeded 
Eston as master, only two years after Hall had elected him
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warden— a position for which Merricke had to wait fifteen 
years after his admission to the Society. William Clutterback 
and Richard Lane served as master in 1784 and 1785 respective­
ly. Clutterback had joined the Society in 1677, Lane in 1678. 
Both were finepayers. Clutterback became master only two 
years after he was elected warden. Lane became master after 
only a four year interval. Thereby, between 1681 and 1685, 
the interval between wardenship and mastership varied errat­
ically from six to eleven, to two to four years. This irreg­
ularity stemmed largely from the Society's attempts to have 
as its chief executive a favorite of the king during a local 
manifestation of a national political crisis.
Charles II, in order to preserve his control of the 
Bristol Corporation, issued a new charter to the city on 2 
June 1684. Jackson, among others, was dropped from the Com­
mon Council under the new charter. Eston, Clutterback and 
Lane retained their council seats. William Merricke was ap­
pointed to the Common Council under the new charter. Prev­
ious to Charles' massive overhaul of the city's government, 
a royal official had directed the elections of Eston and Clut­
terback to the mayorality in September 1682 and September 
1683 respectively. Eston, Merricke, Clutterback, and Lane, 
were in the king's favor; their elections can be seen as the 
Venturers' attempt to retain the king's favor no matter what
22
the cost to the regularity of Society's election procedures.
In 1685 a movement developed within the Society to re­
tain both royal favor and regularize the succession to office.
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In November of that year the Hall elected Edward Tocknell to 
the mastership. Tocknell and one of his wardens, Robert Yate, 
had been appointed to the Common Council under the new char­
ter and thus they were pleasing to royal authorities. Tock­
nell also had the asset of being in his sixth year since his 
wardenship. The Hall reelected Tocknell the next year. The 
significance of Tocknell being in his sixth year and his re-
election is to be found in the prior decade when a regular
23
pattern of succession was previously attempted.
In November 1675 the Society had elected Richard Hart 
master. Hart served two terms as did his successor George 
Lane. Both Hart and Lane served during their sixth and 
seventh years after their wardenships. The two subsequent 
masters, William Hayman and William Jackson served single 
terms of masters. They too were in their sixth year when 
elected. But as we have already seen this attempt at regular­
ity was thwarted in 1682. The Tocknell attempt in 1685-86 
was even less successful.
In November 1687, the Merchant Venturers elected Wil­
liam Donning master. Donning had been warden in 1675, thir­
teen years before his mastership. Arthur Hart, another thir­
teen-year man, succeeded Donning. Giles Merricke and William 
Swymmer followed during 1691 and 1692. Merricke had been war­
den twelve years before his term as master; Swymmer eleven 
years prior. All four of these masters had joined the Society 
in the 1660s. Their takeover constituted a counter-movement 
on the part of a faction of the old families, but they were
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not usurpers. They were in the line of succession which should 
have normally succeeded after William Jackson. They were men 
of political power— all four sat in the Council. William Swym­
mer was mayor the year before James II deserted the throne. 
Arthur Hart was the first post-Revolution mayor. The four 
old-line masters assuredly aided the Venturers through the dif­
ficulties of the dynastic overturn.
Unfortunately, this faction of old families reverted 
to the old irregularity by electing John Cooke as master of 
the Society in November 1691. Cooke was a crony of the prior 
four masters. He had joined the Venturers in 1667, the same 
year as William Swymmer. He had joined the Common Council in 
1669 and had served as Chamberlain of the city since 1680.
The difficulty lay in his having been a warden twenty years 
before his mastership. The old families apparently intended 
to hang onto control of the Society without regard to regular­
ities of succession.
New maneuvering for control of the Society ensued. 
Robert Yate gained the mastership in November of 1693. He re­
tained the office for a second term during which he was also 
mayor of the city— a rare feat for any man. Yate had been 
Tocknell's warden for two terms. He attempted to achieve the 
same goal as Tocknell. Yate's attempt was cut off by the two- 
year masterships of Samuel Price and Peter Saunders. Price 
and Saunders were allies of the old families. Price had been 
William Merricke's warden and Saunders had served Donning. 
Price's first year as master were twelve years after his war-
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denship. If the old family faction had continued to hold the 
reins of the Society, the next seven masters would have been 
the other seven wardens who served under Donning, Hart, Giles 
Merricke, and Swymmer. But that was not to be the case.
Yate was a man who always landed on his feet. He had been ap­
pointed to the Common Council under the new charter of 1684.
He had retained his councilorship through two major reshuffles 
by James II, the return of the old charter and the old pre- 
1684 council in 1688 and the post-revolutionary shuffling.
Four years would pass before Yate's faction in the Society 
would be able to stabilize its position and the succession to 
office. At the time four years might have seemed unending to 
Yate. He was about thirty-one years of age when he was mayor. 
Forty-three years later, at the end of his career, four years 
must not have seemed so very long at all to a man who had sat 
in the councils of his city for more than five decades.
Sir William Daines, a warden under Yate, a finepayer 
admitted in 1690, took over the mastership in November 1698. 
Daines served two years and was succeeded by four two-term 
masters. Daines and his four two-term successors were all 
admitted during the nineties; all except Thomas Hort were 
finepayers— new men taking control. Hort, the exception, had 
a connection in his past to justify his alliance with the new 
men who sought some order in the power structure. Hort had 
served as an apprentice to William Jackson, the last of the
line of masters who attempted to stabilize the succession pro- 
24
cess in the 1670s. Hort was sixteen when outside interven-
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tion had interrupted his master's political career.
The finepayers of the nineties were admitted to the 
Society apparently to revitalize the membership which suffered 
a lack of apprenticeships during the disturbances of the eigh­
ties. They provided Yate's faction its balance of power.
They coalesced sufficient support for regular succession.
When in November 1710 Abraham Elton, one of the new men, did 
not succeed himself as master, the pattern of orderly succes­
sion by seniority of ex-wardens was uninterrupted by the re­
turn of a Swymmer to the mastership. The pattern was so 
firmly entrenched that for the next fifty years, the Hall 
elected single term masters from the ex-wardens in rotation by 
seniority. The interval between the wardenship and the mas­
tership was nine years during Abraham Elton's term in 1710.
The interval gradually lenghten to fifteen years when Isaac 
Bough was elected in November 1759.
The finepayer of the nineties not only stabilized the 
succession but also affected the nature of the leadership and 
membership of the Society for years to come. Some founded 
personal lines of succession by their direct descendents or 
by apprentices. The most dynamic example was that of Abraham 
Elton. He was among the four finepayers of 1690. Elton had 
joined the city's burgesses in 1684 as a mariner. He rose to 
amass a fortune in shipping and metal working, to the master­
ship of the Merchant Venturers and the mayoralty of Bristol, 
to a seat in Parliament, to a baronetcy, and to sire a line 
of heirs who held leadership positions in the Society and the
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Corporation unto the third and fourth generations. Others by 
their actions while in office set into motion new lines of 
new families which influenced the course of the Merchant Ven­
turers. Abraham Hooke was the prime example.
Here we must make a short digression. As was men­
tioned earlier, Bristol Corporation and the Society of Mer­
chant Venturers had an interaction which deeply influenced 
each institution. The relationship was embodied by the con­
current membership of several individuals in both institu­
tions. A manifestation of that relationship was the enact­
ment of a pattern of succession to office in the Corporation 
similar to that established in the Venturers. Several men 
participated in both processes. This relationship will be 
discussed in later chapters. For now it is enough to rein­
troduce the fact that events in one institution affected the 
other.
Abraham Hooke and his brother Robert claimed their 
burgess status on 10 Feb. 1690 by right of their being sons 
and apprentices of John Hooke, brewer. Both sons, however, 
listed their occupations as mariner. The next year Abraham 
joined the Merchant Venturers by payment of a fine. Pre­
sumably he utilized some of his father's capital and traded 
his seagoing activities for the affairs of a merchant. At 
his new occupation Hooke made a good impression on the city 
fathers. In 1702 the Common Council, selected Hooke to re­
place the late William Hayman. If Hooke descended from some 
earlier Merchant Venturers of the same name, members of his
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fa m ily  were not s tra n g e rs  to  th e  Chamber o f  th e  C o u n c il.
Hookes had served as aldermen of Bristol and masters of the 
Venturers from the early years of the seventeenth century un­
til the 1660s. The Restoration appears to have put a tempo­
rary end to the family's political career and their mercan­
tile prominence. A faltering of the family's fortune may have 
accounted for this but part of the family's losses may well 
have been due to the sane religious convictions that ended 
Abraham Hooke's political career.
With the passage of the Occasional Conformity Acts in
early 1712, dissenters who would not publicly participate in
Anglican services on a regular basis were excluded from local
government councils. Hooke, Onesphorus Tyndall, and Morgan
Smith resigned the Bristol Common Council effective 22 March 
25
1712. While Hooke's denominational affiliation is undocu­
mented, he appears to have had ties with the congregation of 
Lewin's Mead, a Presbyterian chapel, in which Tyndall and 
Smith were active. One of Hooke's connection to Lewin's Mead 
was through his apprentice, Edward Curtis, who was initiated 
into the Merchant Venturers on the tenth of November 1713. 
Curtis christened all eight of his children at Lewin's Mead 
chapel.
The consciences of Hooke, Tyndall, and Smith bore a 
heavier burden upon them than Abraham Elton's conscience bore 
upon him. Elton was also a member of Lewin's Mead. A line 
of his heirs remained active in the chapel until the 1770s.
Yet Elton saw his way clear to remain in the Council. His 
son, Isaac, was elected to the Common Council in place of
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Hooke. But a rift between Hooke and Elton did not develop.
Despite his resignation from the Council, Hooke re­
tained his position and seniority in the Venturers. He suc­
ceeded to the mastership within eight months of his forced re­
signation from the Council. While Hooke was master in 1713, 
eight finepayers joined the Venturers. That was the largest 
number of finepayers admitted in any year before 1737. Three 
belonged to the Lewin's Mead congregation. Edward Foy, not a 
dissentor but a close ally of the Eltons, entered in this 
wave.
Events which occurred over the next quarter century, 
create a pattern of connections so that one can perceive the 
finepaying admissions of 1713 as part of a deliberate reli­
gious-political reinforcement of the Yate-Elton faction within 
the Society. And from that reinforced base in the Society, 
the faction could draw future reinforcements into the corpor­
ation. The events are like pieces of a jigsaw puzzle. Most 
of the pieces were small: In 1720 and 1730, during the master­
ships of Abraham Elton, Junior, and Able Grant, an apprentice 
to Abraham Elton, Senior, large groups of finepayers were ad­
mitted into the Society. Hooke's apprentice, Edward Curtis, 
named a son Abel; The boy was born the summer after Abel 
Grant's mastership. In 1723 during the mastership of John 
Becker, a finepayer of 1703; Cornelius Lyde, the son-in-law 
of Morgan Smith, was allowed to the Venturers by fine. Some 
pieces may have only been coincidental. Yet connections and 
coincidences form a pattern when viewed within the context of
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the intra-sociatal controversy of the 1730s.
The conflict of the 1730s was the last open battle of 
the factional struggle within the Society of Merchant Ven­
turers. It was fought over second phase of the struggle— the 
development of membership power bases within the system of 
succession already established. The finepayers of the first 
and second decades had begun to reproduce their numbers and 
strengthen their position by apprenticeships. The old families 
in the Society attacked this extention. The favorite tactic 
of the Yate-Elton faction of fine payers and dissenters was the 
admission of their partisans through fine and apprenticeships. 
The Hart-Day faction of old families and Anglicans employed sim­
ilar methods but also attempted to restrict the growth of its
opposition. They successfully blocked finepay admissions of
26
Quakers for nearly twenty-five years. And their direct at­
tack on their rivals apprentices in 1730 almost stemmed the 
tide of the Yate-Elton faction.
In October of 1730 charges were brought before the Hall 
against Richard King, an apprentice of Nathaniel Foy, the son 
of Edward Foy. Richard King was the nephew of John King, fine­
payer of 1713. The Standing Committee found Richard King to 
be going to sea as a mariner rather than acting as a merchant 
and they discharged him from the the Society. The success at 
cutting into the future crop of Elton men brought more charges. 
All the accused, except Peter Muggleworth, were apprentices of 
finepayers or their sons. The Muggleworths had been members 
of the Lewin Mead chapel but their names were not to be found 
In the Presbyterian records for nearly three decades before
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the events of the 1730s and Peter was bound to the old line
of Days. All the accused apprentices, except Muggleworth,
were found wanting in their pursuit of a mercantile career
and dissmissed from the Society in December 1730. The charges
were probably true. Of the apprentices' masters, only John
Blackwell appeared at the meeting that was called to hear the
charges. The truth of the charges is not question but at 
27
whom they were filed.
The maneuvering to recoup the losses and to resecure 
the future of Yate-Elton faction of the new mean and the 
dissenters began almost immediately. Phillip Nourse, William 
Jeffries' apprentice, was reinstated in December 1731.
John King, a finepayer of 1713 and Richard King's 
uncle, had nominated Graffin Prankard to burgess status 
during King's mayoralty in 1733. The timing of John Black­
well's mayoral nomination of William Tonge to the burgesses 
in April 1737 and Blackwell's role in 1730 were more than a 
coincidence. The factional tour-de-force occured on 1 Decem­
ber 1737 on the twenty-first day of the mastership of John 
Coysgarne.
In 1713 John Coysgarne had claimed his burgess status 
by right of his apprenticeship to his father, John, and pledged 
his loyalty to the city of Bristol by "a Solemn Affirmation" 
in the manner of the Quakers and some other dissenters. His 
father had joined the Venturers by fine in 1703 along with 
John Blackwell and John Becher. So Coysgarne, Junior, was able 
to join the Society on the first day of Abraham Hooke's master­
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ship, a year to the day after Quaker Charles Harford's petition 
to join the Society had been rejected and eleven months after 
the order by which no professed Quaker could join by fine.
On December 1, 1737, twenty-six years after that order, five 
Quakers: William and Nathaniel Champion, Graffin Prankard,
Christopher Devonshire, and William Reeve, joined the Society 
by fine. Accompanying them that day were Edward Wilcocks and 
William Tonge, apprentices of John Foy and Abraham Hooke who 
had been dismissed in 1731. In addition, the members of the 
Lewin's Mead congregation in the Society were reinforced by 
Richard Farr, Thomas Power, and Joseph Daltera. (The origins 
and connections of William Davie, the eleventh finepayer, are 
yet unknown beyond the fact that he was an outsider who gained 
his burgess status on November 1728 by his marriage to Ellen, 
Lhe daughter of Nicholas Jackson.)
The 1737 influx of finepayers occurred not only in 
context of revenge for old wounds and rivalries with the 
Society. The factional conflict between the old families and 
the newcomers was being fought con-currently in another Bristol 
arena. In the mid-thirties, a party of merchants challenged 
the traditional wharfage fee of the 40s which were assessed 
against vessels of more than sixty tons burdened. The fees 
went to the mayor and he could use the money at his own dis­
cretion. The opposition to the fee was made up of old families 
and their allies. They considered the fee to be detrimental 
to the city's commerce which was then in decline. Support to 
retain the fee came primarily from men new to the offices of 
political power. The new men wished to retain the traditional
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trappings of their newly acquired positions. Court battles 
ensued. The central case was Lyonel Lyde, mayor, vs. Messers 
William Hart and Sons. The principals to the suit epitonized
the conflict of new vs. old. Lyde had bought his admission
to the Venturers during the mastership of Abraham Elton, Jr.;
Hart's clan had been in the Society since the 1660s. The
records of Jarrit Smith, the attorney for Hart, show that 
Edmond Wilcocks and John Blackwell, principal characters in 
the Venturers' fracas over apprentices, acted in consort to 
support the traditional fee. Some new men crossed over to 
support the Harts, Isaac Hobhouse among them. On 14 July 1737 
the court found for Lyde and the traditional fee. On 1 Decem­
ber of the same year, the day the eleven finepayers were admitted 
to the Society, Hobhouse found himself the object of the scorn 
of his finepaying peers. They pulled out the traditional rule 
which required a non-relative apprentice to pay a consider­
ation and blocked Benjamin Pope's apprenticeship to Hobhouse.
Both factions could play the game of cutting the legs from
28
out from under their opponents.
Neither faction was purely new men or old families.
Yate, the grand old man of the new man faction, stemmed from
one of the oldest clans. The Swyramers, another old family,
shifted with the times and formed a political alliance with the
Eltons after about 1715. The Hart-Day faction had their new
men. Philip Freke, a finepayer from the 1690s, staunchly 
29
supported that faction. During the 1720s the old families 
found finepaying supporters among the emerging Huegonot families 
of Casamajor and Laroche. But another decendent of the French
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exiles, Joseph Daltera, was a Lewin's Mead man who came into 
the Venturers in the December coup of 1737. The old families 
can not be categorized as reactionary; they sought the 
abolishment of the old shipping fee. They only wished to 
preserve their position of leadership as was due to their 
wealth and heritage. The new men were not radicals; they 
defended traditions. They only wished the power and position 
due their new wealth and to establish their own lines of heirs 
in the power structure.
The feud was by no means completely a negative process.
Set in the context of the expanding economy of 1700 to 1730,
the factional feud drew new blood into the mercantile power
structure of Bristol. Relative to the politico-religious
controversies in the first two decades of the century, the
cooption of religious dissentors into the Merchant Venturers
provided several families with presigious social haven from which
later could emerge politically. Nor was the feud within the
Merchant Venturers was not all encompassing. The Society could
and did respond to issues which affected the common interest
of its membership. The Hall regularly petitioned Parliament
on such issues. The Society members in the city's Common
Council jealously guarded the privileges of the Society and
30
its lease on the wharfage dues and harbor facilities. The 
feud did, however, eventually stagnate the vitality of the 
Venturers.
The decline of the city's shipping cut off the oppor­
tunities for the factional maneuver of cooption supporters.
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Between 1740 and 1759 only forty-one sons and apprentices 
entered the Society. During those two decades, there were 
four years when no one joined and six years with only one 
entry. Neither faction could afford to expand. The weaker 
of the old lines died out. The stronger of the new lines 
sought to hold on to their control despite their reduced num­
ber. No finepayers were allowed into the Society. Very few 
of apprentices were not sons of members. The percentages of 
patimonies and redemptions entries increased. As a result the 
Merchant Venturers became more oligarchical and were slow to 
respond to the upturn of the maritime economy when it did come
in the 1750s. From a membership of 133 in 1742, the Venturers 
31
declined to 93 in 1764. In 1766 the Society, after nearly 
thirty years, reopened its doors to finepayers.
The reopening was, in part, an attempt to reestablish 
the Venturers' political ties in the city government. The 
mercantile slump in the thirties and forties had temporarily 
eroded the opportunities for young merchants to economically 
demonstrate their process as potential leaders in the city.
The Common Council had turned to men in other occupations for 
its new councilors during the forties and early fifties.
The effects of the selection process began to show up in the 
mayorality succession in the late fifties. Between 1757 and 
1761 no merchant, much less a Merchant Venturer, was mayor. 
Such an interruption in the Venturers' dynastic control of 
the mayor's office was without precedent in the eighteenth 
century.
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The Society's shrinking hold on city government and 
its loss of status among some of the powerful merchants 
showed up in who were the mayors between 1762 and 1771.
Seven of the ten mayors who served were merchants but only four 
were Merchant Venturers. Three of the next five mayors were 
Society members, but two of them had been coopted into the 
Society by fine admissions during the 1760s. This erosion of 
the Venturers' political control was not entirely due to 
economic circumstances. The judgments made in the 1730s 
as to who was to be allowed into the Society had a good deal
to do with the decline of the Venturers' control of the city
32
council.
The Quakers who joined the society in 1737 continued 
to be excluded from the Corporation leadership. Therefore, 
they were not political assets. The three Lewin's Mead mem­
bers admitted on 1 December 1737 were potentially more valuable. 
All three eventually gained seats on the Common Council. But 
their entry into the Council did not fortify the Society's 
political hand as much as it added to the power of the Pres­
byterian congregation. Whereas in the twenty years from 1755 
to 1774 only eight Venturers held the mayorship, thirteen of the 
mayors were contributing members of the Lewin's Mead chapel, 
including five of the Venturers who held the offices. The 
growing prominance of the Presbyterians in the Corporation was 
evidenced by the Council ordering a new bridge across the 
Froom from Christmas Street to Lewin's Mead which "was a great 
convenience to the numbers of members of the Corporation who
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attended Lewin's Mead Chapel." Thus the Yate-Elton faction's 
maneuvers for control within the Society during the 1730s 
eventually restrained the political control which the Society 
could exercise in the Corporation in the 1750s and 60s.
The reopening of the Society to fine payers in the
1760s was an attempt to repair the political dangers. Seven
of the sixteen fine payers who joined between 1766 and 1769
were Council members who in their associations and political
activities represented a spectrum of contemporary political
positions. They ranged from old line Whig to flaming Tory.
Henry Bright who had been a councilor since 1753 was the old
line Whig. Bright's connections with old whig families stemmed
from his apprenticeship to their faithful friend and ally,
William Bamsdale, who himself had been Council member who had
been coopted into the Venturers as a finepayer in 1730. Barns-
dale's political career had been terminated by his bankruptcy
34
in 1734 and he subsequently resigned from the Council. An­
other Councilor admitted into the Society was Robert Gordon.
He had been a Councilor for ten years when he joined the 
Venturers in 1767. Gordon represented the Lewin's Mead wing of 
Whig establishment. His family had contributed to the Presby­
terian chapel for two generations and Gordon had emerged pol­
itically along with his Presbyterian peers. Another Councilor 
admitted in the Society in the 1760s Edward Brice, had similar 
family connections. Brice's father, Samuel, was also a Lewin's 
Mead man. But Councilor Brice, who entered the Council in 1767, 
did not contribute to the chapel in which he had been christened.
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He did, however, remain in the Whig camp. Where William Weare 
fit into the Whig camp is not clear. Nevertheless the Weare 
family was a power camp in their own right. William’s brothers, 
George and Henry, already sat in the Council when William was 
selected in 1762. His son, John Fisher Weare, was selected in­
to the Corporation in 1777.
The Tory camp had its representatives among the Ven­
turers' seven new councilors. Michael Miller, Junior, sprang 
from a male line recently settled in Bristol. Michael Miller, 
Senior, was an outsider, rumored to have come from Switzer­
land, who received his burgess status by marriage to Ann Bart-
35
lett, the daughter of an ironmonger. Miller, junior, entered 
the Council only three years after his finished his appren­
ticeship to his father in November 1763. His fellow Tory,
Henry Lippencott, completed his apprenticeship in the same 
month. Lippencott hailed from Devon but was connected by 
marriage to the old Bristol families of Cann and Jeffries.
He waited only five years after the end of his apprenticeship 
before he entered the Council. Both Miller and Lippencott 
joined the Venturers in the years in which they joined the 
Council.
Henry Cruger's family also came from outside Bristol.
A New Yorker by birth, Cruger had been sent to enter his fam­
ily's Bristol mercantile offices in 1757. He was then age 
eighteen. He was reputed to have begun his political career 
as a Tory with Anglican church connections. In 1773 Cruger 
served as senior church warden of St. Augustines the less par-
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ish. It was in St. Augustine's church in 1764 that he married
Ellin Peach the daughter of Samuel. In the previous year in the
same church, Ellin and her father had acted as witnesses for
her sister Sarah's marriage to Issac Elton, Jr. Esquire. By
his marriage into the Peaches, Cruger had a connection with a
leading member of one of the oldest factions in the Venturers
and the Council. Samuel Peach, in whose place Robert Gordon
had been chosen to the Common Council after Peach had refused
to serve, introduced Cruger to the radical wing of the Whigs.
36
By 1769 Cruger was a "hot Wilkite."
The non-councilors who joined the Merchant Venturers
as finepayers were as diverse in their connections as the
Common Councilors. Like councilor Brice, John Vaughan was
christened in the Lewin's Mead chapel but did not contribute
to the chapel in his adulthood. Vaughan did have connections
to two finepayers of the 1760s via his father's banking ventures.
Michael Miller, senior, and Richard Champion, senior, were
37
partners of John Vaughan, senior. Richard Champion, junior, 
entered the Society in 1767 the same year as John Vaughan. 
Champion was a Quaker, as were three other finepayers of the 
decade: Edward Hartford, Jr., James Harford, and Jeremiah 
Hill. Champion would become a supporter of Edward Burke in 
the parliamentary election of 1774 and a fierce critic of his 
fellow Venturer Henry Cruger. The other three finepayers:
John Fowler, Joseph Farrell, and Henry Garnett, all had some 
connections to St. Augustine's parish. All three lived in the 
parish. Farrell's father and Fowler's father-in-law had served
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as senior churchwarden in 1742 and 1756 respectively. Garnett 
served in the same post in his own right in 1766. Each of 
three St. Augustine parishioners came to his burgess status 
in a different manner: Farrell in 1749 as a mariner by his ap­
prenticeship to his father; Fowler in 1754 as a merchant by his 
marriage to William Tombs' daughter Elizabeth; and Garnett in 
1766 as a merchant by order of the Common Council and payment 
of a fine.
What did the Society of Merchant Venturers seek in 
this non-political group of finepayers? The twenty-four hun­
dred pounds in fines which they paid for the priviledges of 
Society did not hurt the Society's treasury/ but the lands 
which the Venturers held in trust and the Wharfage leases pro­
vided more than adequate funds to meet the Society's obliga­
tions to its almhouse for old mariners and widows, its naviga­
tion school for young mariners and its other charities. The 
answer is found in the number of admissions during the 1750s 
and 1760s.
Despite the upturn in the commercial economy of the
city, the Society was not reproducing its membership. By the
1770s it is obvious from the records of admissions that the
most of the old families and the old finepayers had virtually
stopped producing merchant sons. Some offspring, like Graffin
Prankard's son William, went off to university and entered 
38
the academic world. More often a merchant's son adopted the 
title and life of a gentleman. Many of the merchant fathers 
had purchased or constructed estates in the suburbs of the
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city. Like their London contemporaries few Bristol merchants
ever terminated their political and business activities in the
39
city, but their suburban sons did. If this erosion of man­
power manifested itself to us in admissions of the 1770s, it 
would have been obvious to contemporaries seven years earlier 
— the span of time required for an apprentice to complete his 
training. In the 1760s the Society was in need of new blood 
and new apprentices if it was to survive.
While Brice, Lippencott, Cruger, Miller, and Champion 
were young men in their early twenties whose roles as pro­
ducers of apprentices were mostly potential, ten of the eleven 
more mature finepayers possessed the assets to perpetuate the 
Society. They had sons, seven years of age or older, when they 
joined the Venturers. Henry Garnett and William Weare had 
sons fourteen or older because John Garnett and John Fisher 
Weare completed their apprenticeships seven years after their 
fathers entered the Society. The other eight fathers: Fowler, 
Hill, Harford, and Harford, were not far behind in production. 
The eight of them, plus Weare, produced twenty-four appren- 
ticesons who claimed their memberships in the Venturers be­
tween 1775 and 1785, during which period they dominated the 
Society's admissions. Only two ex-apprentices other than those 
produced by the new finepayers joined during those years and 
only four descendents of prior waves of finepayers claimed 
their memberships by heredity. The admissions between 1775 
and 1785 show the old power structure of the Society had in 
fact virually stagnated during the sixties.
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In the era of the American Revolution, the Society of 
Merchant Venturers' membership and power structure were in 
decline and in flux. The Society's membership not just de­
clined in absolute numbers but it encompassed a decreasing 
percentage of the Bristol mercantile community. If the Ventur­
ers were to survive they had to bring in new blood. The old 
feud within the Society had eroded its ties with local govern­
ment. If it was to retain political power, it had to coopt 
members of the Common Council. The finepayers who entered the 
Society in the 1760s reflected an attempt to correct both dif- 
ficencies within the Society.
In the 1760s a web of family, social, and economic 
ties still enmeshed much of the Bristol merchant community.
But the new generation of merchants was emerging yet again.
They were not uniform in social, political, and economic back­
grounds. A variety of social orgins was not a new phenomenon 
among the merchant class of Bristol. But in the 1760s the 
outsider who entered the city by marriage or fine was begin­
ning to dominate. Their varied political associations reflect 
that while one faction still held a dominant role, three or 
perhaps four factions could draw reinforcements from this new 
generation.
As result of series of coincidences: political, econo­
mic, and social, the Society of Merchant Venturers found it­
self in a period of flux in the late 1760s and early 1770s.
Old forces were dying; new forces emerging. The Society was 
more oligarchical but more diverse than it had been in many 
decades. Weaker politically but with new connections to a
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variety of political camps. From such a position the Society 
would face the problem of the American crisis. But before 
the events of that ordeal can be discussed, developments in 
the other side of the Society of Merchant Venturers/Bristol 
Corporation coin must be examined.
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CHAPTER VI
ONE BODY CORPORATE AND POLITICAL
The Saturday morning crowd at the Bristol Archive Of­
fice differed from the weekday group. For one thing, it was 
not a crowd at all. Two or three enthusiasts of local his­
tory who came through the back door of the Council House to 
relax with the bits and pieces of a favorite project. Pre­
arrangements had to be made for documents to be extracted 
from the subterranian vaults. A single clerk, whose unhappy 
turn it was, pulled the Saturday watch. Fire alarm tests 
clanked and screamed with disturbing frequency. It was not 
my regular Saturday morning haunt but 30 March 1974 was an 
exception to my routine, the exact reason for which is not 
recalled or recorded.
At ten o'clock that morning a band struck up and the 
bells of Trinity Cathedral pealed more than the hour. The 
clop of hooves echoed up from the cobblestone driveway below 
our window. Our little Saturday group craned our necks out 
the window to see what was going on below. A parade, a short 
parade, a few mounted policemen, a few city bureaucrats, and 
the mayor and aldermen in gowns and chains of office, before 
them a bearer with mayor's sword held high rather like a cru­
sader's crucifix, all proceeded down the drive and across the 
street and through the open doors of the Cathedral. All, that 
is, except the mounted officers. An hour passed, we studied 
wills and maps. The bells chimed, the little procession came
185
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out of the Cathedral, crossed the street, walked up the drive, 
and disbanded through the ceremonial center door of the Coun­
cil House.
What had passed below our window was the last public 
ceremony of the Lord Mayor and Aldermen of Bristol, England.
On April Fool's Day there was no Bristol Corporation. On 
Monday morn a commuter would still detrain at Bristol Temple 
Meads railway station, still await the green buses of the 
Bristol Bus Company. But there would be no six hundred year 
old county and city of Bristol— a casualty of an Act of Par­
liament reorganizing British local government. The efficiency 
of centralization has not yet been discredited. The city
which consumed the function of the parishes in its turn was
1
consumed by a new creation, the County of Avon.
Parallel to the evolution of centralized governments, 
Europe developed universal citizenship within the nation­
state. The seedbed of citizenship was the medieval city. 
Within the walls of the city, the individuals took on a new 
status before the law. Despite disparities of wealth among 
individuals, the city dwellers enjoyed an equal civil status 
as hurgesses. The commercial functions of the city demanded 
its inhabitants be able to freely buy and sell, to contract 
debts and extract credits legally. The vestiges of rural 
surfdom stopped at the city gates. Via the civil structure 
of the city, freedom, heretofore the exclusive status of the 
privileged few, was introduced in society as the natural at­
tribute of the citizens.
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The medieval city, however, evolved within a social 
structure of bonds to place and to other persons in that 
place. In early stages of the evolution of the city, the 
outsider merely had to reside within the boundaries of the 
city to dissolve his old bonds to land and lord. Neverthe­
less he took on new bonds to his city and its corporate in­
stitutions. The requirements of entry into corporate soci­
eties evolved to more complex systems based upon the city 
familial and economic structures. A man was born, married, or 
apprenticed into the city's freedom. To operate a business 
or to exercise the franchise, one had to be a freeman. The 
system of initiation into the corporate society protected
the liberties of the freeman and perpetuated the corporate
2
structure and the economic systems of the city.
As the function of the city's commercial structure
extended beyond the urban center, the concept of citizenship 
3
extended throughout society. The creators of the nation­
state utilized the idea of citizenship to dissolve legal bar­
riers to their ends and thereby reinforced the extension of 
citizenship. Then industrialization of European economics 
mutated citizenship. An industrial centered economy demands 
a mobile workforce, particularly in the middle management and 
technical levels. Permanency in a community, social and eco­
nomic ties to a specific locale, and traditional initiation 
into a local body politic are no longer deemed necessary or 
legal. Pre-industrial occupations such as doctors, lawyers, 
and merchants still require local connections. But the per­
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sonnel manager and metallurgist must be able to move freely 
into any locale where industry has capitilized facilities. 
Protective structures of local freedom had to be abolished to 
achieve the society of universal citizenship.
In the eighteenth century, industrialization was tak­
ing root in England. By mid-century, a House of Commons com­
mittee considered the lack of requirements of birth or appren­
ticeships in order to conduct business in Manchester, Leeds, 
Birmingham, and Liverpool as a definite asset to the develop­
ment of those areas. Municipal corporations, like Bristol 
where Defoe found in the 1720s a general fatuation with cor­
porate freedom, were urged to eliminate their entry require- 
4
ments.
During the eighteenth century, Bristol was in flux 
in regard to the function of its corporate structure of free­
dom. The system of initiation remained intact in the letter 
of the law. Yet changes did take place in the enforcement of 
the law, particularly in the area of economic participation by
outsiders. By 1772 the grand jury ignored complaints of non-
5
freemen plying trades in the city. Political enfranchise­
ment still came via the old forms, but with the erosion of 
the economic bounds to freedom, burgess status became, for 
most burgesses, merely the right to vote in parliamentrary 
elections. The Bristol corporation was caught between cen­
turies-old institutions based on familial and economic rela­
tionships and a changing economic system which was eroding 
the relational foundations of its civic structures.
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In 1700 Bristolians still clung to these relational 
forms which had been part and parcel of the political struc­
ture for over three hundred years since royal charters had 
institutionalized the city and county of Bristol. The or- 
gins of the city's body politic went back another two or 
three hundred years. To be a freeman or burgess of Bristol 
was the birthright of the sons of burgesses; to live in the 
household of a freeman and have her sons free was the right 
of daughters and widows of burgesses.
The sons could claim his burgess status upon reach­
ing his majority. The outsider, the "foreigner," who married 
the widow or daughter of a freeman had the same claim. The 
new husband of the widow had to pay a fine of forty shillings 
to exercise his claim. The fine was not a token; in the 1720s 
forty shillings amounted to two years' wages of a farmworker. 
The fine helped assure that the newcomer was a man of some 
substance and did not merely seek a comfortable berth in an 
established household. The bridegroom of a freeman's daugh­
ter paid only the normal fee of two and six to claim his free­
dom of the city. These matrimonial avenues to freedom in­
fused new blood into Bristol. No stigma was attached to 
them. The marriage bond was a legitimate tie to the commun­
ity. John Price, a merchant who resided in St. Augustine's 
parish, claimed his gurgess status by marriage to the widow 
Mary Tyly. Price eventually became a Common Councilor of the 
city. Price's fellow merchant, St. Augustine parishioner and 
Common Councilor John King, came to his freedom by way of his
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m arriag e  to  Ann, th e  daughter o f  Samuel H a r tn e l l .
Marriages of widows and daughters of Bristol freemen 
constituted important strands in the social and political 
fabric of the city. They bound together politically power­
ful families. They provided entry into the ranks of the city's 
freemen for many men whose offspring rose to political power. 
Samuel Brice, Joseph Daltera, James Hilhouse, Michael Miller, 
and Jacob Peloquim are but five examples of men who entered 
Bristol's political structure by marriage and who were the 
sires or grandsires of Common Councilors. Daltera's and Pel- 
oquim's freedoms are also indicative of the assimilation
of the Huguenots who took refuge in Bristol after the revo-
6
cation of the Edict of Nantes in 1685.
The Corporation could and did grant burgess status to 
outsiders who had some economic value to the city. The Com­
mon Council voted freedom to men of many different vocations, 
but all paid a stiff fine for the privilege. Noblet Ruddock 
came to his freedom by vote of the Common Council in 1714.
He paid thirty pounds. By 1718 his trade with Africa, Ire­
land, Europe, and America had provided him the wealth and
7
stature to be selected to the Council.
The most common method of initiation into the Bristol 
community was the successful completion of an apprenticeship 
to a freeman. (See Table 10) Already the national level of 
government had legislated the requirements for this means of 
entry into the citizenship of corporations. In 1563, Parlia­
ment passed a sweeping industrial and agricultural labor code.
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1
Table 10 Burgess Registrations,, Election Cycles, 1713, 1727, 1740, 1754,, 1768, 1775
Corporate % % % % %
Year Registrations Apprentice Marriage Common Council Hereditary
1707-12 1079 65 24 2 10
1713 958 36 36 2 25
1721-26 1109 62 19 4 15
1727 903 42 38 1 19
1735-39 738 53 26 7 14
1740 976 41 25 0 35
1748-53 644 38 25 28 9
1754 1033 34 33 5 28
1762-67 530 57 13 21 9
1768 473 42 23 0 35
1769-74 476 50 13 27 10
1775 2135 30 38 1 33



















































The Statute of Artificers (5 Elizabeth I c.4) included pro­
visions governing working hours, wage contracts, and appren­
ticeships. Specific regulations dealt with apprenticeships 
in corporate towns and cities such as Bristol. These regula­
tions in the law stood unamended until 1778.
Under the Statute of Artificers, householders who 
dwelt in corporations, who were twenty-four years of age and 
who practiced a trade, art or manual occupation could take as 
an apprentice the son of any freeman of the same or of any 
other corporation, except the sons of freemen who engaged in 
husbandry or who were laborers. Certain trades, however, came 
under tighter or looser controls. Merchants (those persons 
trafficing to ports beyond the seas) along with drapers, 
goldsmiths, ironmongers, embroiders, and clothiers, who re­
sided in corporations could not apprentice anyone except their 
own sons or the sons of forty shilling freeholders. Smiths, 
wrights, millers, and nearly all construction tradesmen could 
apprentice the sons of any person. The terms of apprentice­
ship were to be at least seven years and were not to expire
8
until the apprentice attained the age of twenty-four years.
The apprentice regulations of the act embodied tra­
ditional town and guild restrictions. The purposes of these 
clauses were both economic and social. Economically the goal 
was to control the quality of workmanship; socially the aim 
was to train each worker for an assured stable position. The 
property qualification for those who could apprentice to 
townsmen was not to restrict the opportunities of townsmen 
but to deter the migration of farm labor into industrial oc-




Although the Statute of Artificers remained unamended 
until 1778, changes did take place and local practices dif­
fered from the detail of the law. Even in the 1563 law, ex­
ceptions allowed the merchants of London and Norwich to con­
tinue in their traditional manner of apprenticing. The time 
lag between what was the general practice and what the laws 
stipulated is best illustrated by the legal age of expiration, 
that is, the age of the apprentice at which his or her appren­
ticeship must terminate. It was not until 1778 (18 Geo. Ill 
c.47) that the term for apprentices was revised to only seven 
years or until the age of twenty-one. Yet in practice the ex­
piration age for most apprentices had been twenty-one for 
nearly a century before the statutary adjustment. The East­
land Company of York, a merchant company which traded in the
Baltic, reduced the term of its apprentices to seven years
10
and the expiration age to twenty-one in 1688.
By the beginning of the eighteenth century, Bristol 
apprentices' contracts also called for terms of only seven 
years. From a comparison of birth and apprentice records it 
is evident that twenty-one was the age for completion of the 
term. A youth apprenticed to a master and the master’s wife 
at the age of fourteen or fifteen. Sponsors, usually the ap­
prentice's parents but sometimes friends, pledged to clothe 
the apprentice during the term of the contract. The pro forma 
wording of the enrollments in the Town Clerk's register did 
not stipulate the fees paid by the sponsor to the master.
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After 1709 the stamps affixed to the enrollments evidenced 
11
that fees were paid.
Upon finishing his service, an apprentice could ap­
pear before the town clerk, swear an oath or affirm a solemn 
pledge of obedience to the city, pay the fees, and be entered 
into the Burgess Book. Not all apprentices survived, com­
pleted their service, or were anxious to claim their corpor­
ate rights. During the corporation years 1707 to 1712 (the 
corporation year ends 29 September; i.e., 29 September 1706 
to 29 September 1707 is considered 1707) the number of former 
apprentices who registered as burgesses totaled about forty 
percent of those whose terms of service ought to have ex­
pired during that period. They constituted sixty-five percent 
of the burgesses who registered in those years. Their numbers 
thus sufficiently affected the annual totals of registration 
that the up and down trends of apprenticeships begun seven 
or eight years prior were reflected in the annual fluctuation 
of burgess registrations (See Graph 7). The grooms of daugh­
ters of freemen made up a quarter of the registrants, and sons 
of freemen claimed less than ten percent. Freemen admitted
by vote of the council and a fine constituted only two per- 
12
cent of the total.
Prominent peaks of burgess registrations occured in 
years in which parliamentary elections took place. In the 
weeks preceeding the election in 1713, some ex-apprentices 
who had failed previously to claim their freedom corrected the 
omission. Fifty-three percent of the apprentices whose con-


















































































tracts ought to have come to term between 1707 and 1713 had 
registered by the end of 1713. Death, disability, and dis­
location probably account for the remaining forty-seven per­
cent. The sons and bridegrooms, who had neglected their 
rights to freedom, registered in such numbers as to reverse 
the usual percentages of apprentice and nonapprentice admis­
sions and to bring their portion of the 2037 registrations 
filed between 1707 and 1713 to within a percentage point of 
equity with that of ex-apprentices (See Table 10).
During the election, candidates sought out supporters 
who were eligible to vote by right, but had not yet claimed 
their burgess status. The candidate paid the registration 
fees, thus the deluge of pre-election registrations. Hotly 
contested races such as in 1713 and 1727 produced radical ris­
es. Less enthusiastic campaigns show up in the more moderate 
peaks as in 1705 and 1722. If, as happened in the early months 
of 1715 and 1741, one election closely followed another, the 
effect was small as the barrel of potential electors had al­
ready been scraped. Not all the electors who registered re­
sided in Bristol. Residency within the boundaries of the city 
was not a prerequisite for burgess status. Candidates gathered 
the scattered sons of Bristol from London, western Wales, and 
the English midlands and carried them home to register and 
vote. In what may have been the most expensive roundup, 1468 
men or twenty-eight percent of the persons polled, were trans­
ported for the election held in October 1774. The cost of 
collecting displaced electors plus the expense of drinks and
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meals for supporters at alehouse campaign headquarters some­
times ran up the candidate's expenses to five or ten thou­
sand pounds. The candidate's cost of the registration fees,
which did not total more than three hundred pounds in 1713
13
and 1727, were petty cash in the campaign budget.
The election year bulges in burgess registrations 
set up a minor correlative effect in the pattern of appren­
ticeship starts. Generally the number of new apprentices 
took an upturn in the year following an election. The en­
larged ranks of burgesses provide greater opportunity for po­
tential apprentices to find masters. But the number of new 
apprentices in any given year depended primarily upon econo­
mic conditions and the outlook for future needs of trained 
craftsmen.
By the delays in burgess registrations it can be as­
certained that burgess status was not an absolute requirement 
for a man to make a living in Bristol. Occasionally a cry 
would be raised that non-freemen were trading in the city but 
the authorities were rather irregular in enforcing the law 
that excluded foreigners from practicing a trade or opening 
shop. When in 1703 the Council raised the fine for the of­
fense from five to twenty pounds per day, there was no rush 
to the town clerk's office. Commitment to the traditions of 
the city was instilled more by training than by regulations. 
The ex-apprentices were more likely to claim their burgess 
status as soon as qualified than other qualified males. Mem­
bers of prominent commercial and political families were par-
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ticularly prompt in registering. Most merchants enrolled in
the Burgess Book especially if they were to take the freedom
of the Society of Merchant Venturers; regular members of the
14
Society had to be freemen of the city.
Electioneering hoopla was not the only motivation for 
those who had delayed their claims to freedom to take up their 
place in the corporate body. The opportunity to join a guild 
by fine or a son's approaching the age at which he ought to 
begin his apprenticeship moved some residents to claim their 
freedom. In May 1701 John Coysgarne claimed his burgess 
status due him for his apprenticeship to William Foy. Coys- 
g a m e  listed his occupation as merchant. In November of 
1702 he paid a thirty pound fine to join the Merchant Ventur­
ers. The fact that he was not a young man of twenty-one or 
twenty-two just finished with his apprenticeship is evidenced 
by the age of his son. On 3 November 1712 John Coysgarne, 
junior, became a burgess-merchant by his apprenticeship to 
his father. Six days later Coysgarne, junior, was sworn in 
the Merchant Venturers. For John, senior, to have been in 
his early twenties in 1701, he would have been about ten 
years of age when he sired his son. For reasons unknown, the 
senior Coysgarne had neglected to claim his corporate rights 
until he was over thirty years of age, at which time an oppor­
tunity to join the mercantile elite organization presented 
itself. He then took the appropriate legal steps to prepare
the way for himself and his offspring to take advantage of the 
15
opportunity.
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The pattern of distribution between apprentice and 
nonapprentice burgess registrations during 1721-1727 closely 
duplicated that which occurred during 1701-1713. The varia­
tion between election years and non-election years was re­
peated almost exactly. The difference between the two per­
iods was a slight decline in the proportion of apprentice­
ship-based registrations during non-election years. The 
small downturn in the number of apprentice starts during the 
period 1714-1720 may account for the superficial shift. Sub­
stantially the pattern of registration was unchanged. The 
town clerk, in a normal year, continued to admit from one 
hundred and fifty to two hundred new burgesses, nearly two- 
thirds of whom were ex-apprentices.
By the second half of the 1730s, the proportion of ex­
apprentices among the new burgesses had declined. During the 
non-election years 1735-39, ex-apprentices constituted a lit­
tle over half of the new registrations. In the first decade
of the century, they had made up nearly two-thirds of those
who claimed their freedom during non-election years. The de­
cline was due in part to the reduction in the annual totals 
of apprenticeship starts during 1728-32. Because the elec­
tion of 1740 cut short the normal seven year election cycle,
numerical totals for the 1740 cycle can not be compared dir­
ectly to the totals from earlier cycles. Nevertheless the 
total of non-apprentice burgess registrations during 1735-39 
was roughly the same as the totals for the non-election years 
of 1713 and 1727 cycles. During the election year 1740, the
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ratio of apprentices to non-apprentices claims of burgess 
status remained the same as in the two earlier elections.
As a result of the decline in apprenticeship opportunities and 
the corrolary decline in apprenticeship based claims of free­
dom, the non-apprentice based claim took over the majority of 
the burgess registrations during the 1740 election cycle.
A related phenomenon was the change that took place 
in the percentage of ex-apprentices who did claim their bur­
gess status. While opportinities to enter apprenticeships 
declined, the percentage of those who finished and claimed 
their freedom rose to over sixty percent during the 1740 
cycle. Other changes that took place in the Bristol consti­
tuency during the 1730s were intensifications of past trends. 
Earlier in the century, the number of burgess admissions based 
on votes of the Common Council and payment of fines had slow­
ly increased. During 1735-39, they constituted seven per­
cent of the registrations. This intensification seems to 
have been a response on the part of the Corporation to the 
declining opportunities for apprenticeship entries into the 
bodies politic and economic. Both nuptial and heredity 
claims remained rather constant during the non-election 
years of 1713, 1727, and 1740. But during the election years 
of those cycles, they had an inverse relationship. If one 
rose the other declined. In the 1740 cycle marriage claims 
were down and heredity claims were up.
The 1740 election cycle worked yet another change in 
the pattern of burgess registrations. The balance shifted
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between the number registered during the election years of the 
cycle. During the 1713 cycle fifty-three percent of the bur­
gess claims were filed in the non-election years. By the 1727 
cycle the percentage had risen slightly to fifty-five. At 
least half of the burgess constituency was the product of a 
normal social and economic process of initiation. The pattern 
was reversed in the 1740 cycle; only forty-three percent of 
the burgess registrations occurred during the non-election 
years. The constituency took on a more political character. 
This change in the 1740 cycle continued and intensified in the 
cycle ending in 1754. By mid-century, most shifts in the 1740 
cycle constituted different trends.
The non-election years of the 1754 cycle produced even 
a smaller percentage of the cycle's burgess registrations.
Only thirty-eight percent of the registration of the 1754 
cycle were filed during the non-election years, 1748-53.
The character of the burgess became more political than 
ever. This trend was the result of the continued erosion of 
apprenticeship opportunities. The numbers of apprenticeship 
starts hit their lowest annual counts in the early forties.
The apprentice terms which matured during the 1754 election 
cycle had begun during this ebb of economic opportunities. 
Thereby ex-apprentices accounted for only thirty-eight per­
cent of the non-election year registrations and for only a 
third of the registrations during the election year boom in 
1754.
The nuptial claims of freedom accounted for a quarter 
of the non-election year registrations as they had in the
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1740 cycle. But they constituted a third of the election 
year claims. That was ten percent more than in 1740. Hered­
ity claims dropped to less than ten percent of the non-elec­
tion year registrations. During the election year they rose 
to less than thirty percent. The decline in apprentice and 
heredity claims was partially offset by the rise in nuptial 
claims. Yet the largest gains were made in the admissions 
of burgess by vote of the Common Council. From 1748 to 1753 
twenty-eight percent of the burgesses who entered the Bristol 
body politic did so via this avenue. Even during the elec­
tion year, in which very few finepaying admissions had pre­
viously been allowed, finepayers accounted for five percent 
of the registrations. Faced with an expanding economy dur­
ing the late forties and early fifties and with restricted 
admissions caused by the depression in the early forties, the 
Common Council was forced to open the freedom of the city to 
those who had been unable to find apprenticeships or daugh­
ters and widows to marry. The traditional initiation and 
bonds to the city were eroded as much by the economic re­
covery as they were by the earlier economic decline. Even 
with the Council's more open admission policy, the number of 
burgess registrations continued to fall.
After the 1727 cycle, the number of burgesses admitted 
during the major election cycles were lower in each subsequent 
cycle. This trend continued through the 1768 cycle. In the 
seven years ending in 1727, 2,012 burgesses were admitted. In 
a similar period ending in 1768, 1,003 were admitted. Rela­
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tive to the city's population the decline was even greater.
In the 1713 cycle the admitted burgesses accounted for a lit­
tle more than eight percent of the population in the city 
proper. In the 1754 cycle, new burgesses made up less than 
three percent in the city proper. And since residency was 
not a requirement for admission, many of those admitted may 
have been among the 7,500 Bristol surburbanites and thereby 
reduce the constituency within the city to an even smaller 
minority.
Thus far the trends have shown a deterioration of the 
Bristol burgesscy. The absolute and relative numbers of re­
gistrations declined. Apprentice trained burgesses made up 
a smaller and smaller minority within the smaller constit­
uency. Fewer sons claimed their heredity rights. The Coun­
cil turned to a more open admission policy to compensate 
partially for the losses byt thereby eroded the traditional 
bonds of the burgess to the city. It might be noted here 
that it was against this background that the Society of Mer­
chant Venturers became more oligarchical. The declining ap­
prenticeships cut into their membership but they did not com­
pensate by admitting finepayers during the forties and fifties. 
The strength of the Society was further eroded by the overall 
neglect of sons to claim their traditional rights to partici­
pate in the city and in the Society.
During the 1760s some of these trends continued. The 
number of registrations in a seven year period, 1762-68 con­
tinued to drop. The Council continued to admit by vote and
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fine over twenty percent of non-election year registrations. 
But all other trends temporarily reversed themselves. First 
the non-election year registrations once again constituted 
more than fifty percent of the registrations in the cycle. 
Ex-apprentices made up fifty percent of all claims of free­
dom. The apprentice starts during 1755-1761 were up above 
the level of 1741-47 but ironically the percentage of ex-ap­
prentices who claimed their freedom once more declined to 
about forty percent. During the election year registrations 
the pattern of distribution of apprentice, nuptial, Council, 
and heredity claims reverted to the pattern of the 1740 elec­
tion. The formation of the burgesscy during the 1760s re­
turned to the pattern of the early years of the century, with 
two exceptions. It was a much smaller constituency within 
the city and the Council admissions provided freer access to 
freedom for those who could not avail themselves of the 
traditional avenues of entry and whom the Council wished to 
be part of the body politic.
The election cycle of 1775 is a grand deviation of 
the first magnitude. Taken as a whole it does dramtize the 
long term trend in the politicalization of burgess registra­
tions but it must be carefully disected to analyze what was 
happening to the constitution of the Bristol burgesses.
First the number of registrations during the 1775 cycle illus­
trates its deviate nature. Registrations totaled 2,611.
This accumulation of voters in itself reversed the trend.
But the proportions of the election year registrations was
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even more of an aberration. Election year registrations num­
bered 2,135— seventy-two percent of the cyclical total. No 
election year in the prior seventy-five years had so domi­
nated the total registrations of a cycle. The hotly contest­
ed battle among Henry Cruger, Edmund Burke, Robert Nugent, 
and Mathew Brickdale scavenged voters from every cranny of 
the city, and every corner of the British Isles. One voter 
came from South Carolina. A quarter of the five thousand 
voters resided outside the immediate environs of Bristol.
Most were not previously registered. By simple calculation, 
half of the 1,775 registrations came from outside the city.
But it is to the minority who were dedicated to the tradi-
16
tions of the city that our attentions are turned.
The election cycle of 1775, however, was as much a 
culmination of prior trends as it was an aberration of pat­
terns. Election year registrations increased during the 
century. This increase stood in sharp contrast to the gen­
eral decline in non-election years registrations. The mag­
nitude of the diversity between the election year and non­
election year registrations in the 1775 cycle only makes 
the diverson between the two patterns more obvious. The 
constituency of Bristol burgesses was becoming more of a po­
litical body created in response to Parliamentary elections. 
Additionally it was developing into two distinct segments: 
the entries into the burgesses admitted on a regular schedule 
of eligibility or opportunity and the entries admitted in re­
sponse to campaigns.
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The distinction between the two groups stemmed not only 
from the time of registration. Each group had different pro­
portions of the categories of eligibility for freedom. The 
claims in the 1775 election year were thirty percent appren­
tice, thirty-eight percent nuptial, one percent Council vote 
and fine, and thirty-three percent heredity. This distribu­
tion closely resembled the pattern of the hotly contested 
campaign of 1713 and 1754. All election year registrations 
tended to conform to the pattern. The non-election year 
registrations had their own pattern and set of fluctuations.
The non-election year burgesses and that small group of re­
gistrations whose normal eligibility fell within election 
years constituted the core of the burgesses. They were the 
traditional political and economic heart of the city. The 
fluctuations of this segment of burgesses set the pattern in 
which the Bristol corporation operated.
The inner core of regularly initiated burgesses expanded 
in absolute and relative proportions during the first quarter 
of the century. Then contraction set in for the next fifty 
years. The pattern generally resulted from the city's econo­
mic fluctuations, the effects of which bore more heavily upon 
the cadre of the burgesses than upon the total constituency.
The economic rises and falls affected not only the size but 
also the composition of the inner circle. This, in turn, 
again affected the size.
Ex-apprentices dominated the cadre of the burgesses and the 
continued generation of apprentices was particularly vulner­
able to economic contractions. This number of apprentices
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always declined during depressions and a seven year lag 
ensued before the results of any economy recovery could be 
seen in increase of numbers of ex-apprentice burgesses.
The apprentice was in a very strong position in the early 
years of the century. His strength among new burgesses was 
at its lowest ebb at mid-century. Economic recovery revital­
ized him by the 1760s. Then uncertainty in the city's 
economy and perhaps a change in the need for the traditional 
mode of occupational training again sapped his strength.
In response to the contraction of apprentice opportuni­
ties in the early forties and an economic recovery in the 
fifties to which apprentices could not immediately respond, 
the Common Council opened wide the corporate doors to fine- 
payers. The percentage of finepayers among the core of the 
burgesses fluctuated in an inverse relationship to the 
apprentices. During the third quarter of the century, fine­
payers made up the second largest contingent of the burgess 
cadre.
In the first half of the century, marriages had produced 
the second largest sector of the inner circle of burgesses.
A quarter of the cadre came from nuptial orgins until mid­
century. In the 1760s and 70s this aisle to freedom narrowed; 
only thirteen percent of the cadre entries came from this 
source.
Hereditary entries accounted for ten percent of the 
total registrations during 1707-12. They made up ten percent 
of the entries during 1769-74. The percentage of hereditary 
claims did rise to fifteen percent during the twenties
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and thirties. When the rise is compiled with the substantial 
strength of nuptial claims, the familial sources of freedom 
equal the apprenticeship source during the decline of the 
apprentice.
The changes in the proportion of the types of entries 
into the cadre changed the nature of the cadre. In the early 
years of the century, the apprentices dominated. Traditional 
training and political inclination formed the primary alleg­
iances of the central group of the cadre. During the twenties 
and thirties, familial ties took on new importance in the 
formation of the burgian core. By mid-century, the number 
of apprentice entries was down farther but, finepayers 
entered in sufficient numbers so as to postpone political 
arteriosclerosis. By the sixties and seventies, economic 
recovery provided the apprenticeship opportunities for the 
finepayers' offspring to enter society via the traditional 
form of initiation. The apprentices' preponderance returned. 
The pattern of entries however retained a mixed composition—  
half apprentice, a quarter familial, and a quarter finepayers.
Despite the evolution to more varied orgins of the cadre, 
that inner core of burgesses became a more rarified element 
in the Bristol population. Economic depression and pro­
duction modifications slashed at the core's strongest root—  
the apprenticeship system. Production modifications stemmed 
from the expansion of markets and British manufacturing 
turned to an ever greater division of labor. The need for 
craftsmen trained in total processes of production declined 
and likewise so did the opportunities for apprenticeships.17
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The compulsion to join the burgess so as to be able to 
operate a business in the city melted away before the heat of 
the argument that corporative restrictions on economic citizen­
ship inhibited industrial development. Burgess status for 
most Bristolians came to mean only the right to vote in 
Parliamentary elections and the candidate paid the registration 
fee at election time. Only an ever smaller cadre clung to 
the traditional view of the burgess as the citizen of the city.
By tradition and by royal charter, the Aldermen and 
Common Councilors selected new councilors from among all the 
burgesses. But in practice the small cadre of traditionalists 
among the burgesses became the source of the corporate leader­
ship. Even so, not even all the cadre could hope to be 
selected. Law, tradition, wealth, age, occupation, and 
associations came into play in the selection of the city 
leadership.
The importance of the selection process resided in the 
functions of the Corporation and the familiar problem of 
succession to office. The Aldermen and Common Councilors 
functioned as a legislative body passing ordinances and 
regulations. They elected minor city officials and controlled 
the nominations to incumbancies of several vicarages in the 
city and they controlled a good deal of patronage. But most 
governmental functions of the Corporation were judicial. In 
the city and county of Bristol, during the late seventeenth 
and entire eighteenth century, the Corporation controlled 
no less than ten courts. These ten did not include the 
probate courts which were tinder ecclesiastical jurisdiction.
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These corporate benches ranged from Quarter Sessions and an
Admiralty Court to a Court of Conscience which dealt with
small debts, and a Court of Orphans which oversaw the
security of orphans' estates. The Aldermen were ex-officio
justices of the peace. The mayor sat as the chief officer
on nearly every court in the city. He and a prescribed
number of Aldermen or Common Councilors sat in judgment on
everything from murder to littering the quaysides. The mayor
and aldermen therefore wielded extensive power over the affairs 
18of the citizenry.
Succession to corporate offices came into play as the 
vehicle by which a man moved to the position to exercise 
judicial power. By tradition, new Councilors served a year 
as sherrif shortly after being selected to the Common 
Council. Then they waited an interval of years, the length 
of which depended upon the survival rate of their senior 
councilors, after which they succeeded to a single year 
term as mayor. The aldermen selected replacements for 
deceased colleagues from among the ex-mayors, normally by 
seniority. Thus, who wielded judicial power for a year as 
mayor or who wielded the judicial power for years as an 
alderman depended upon who was selected into the Common 
Council.
The selection process operated within circumstances both 
external and internal to the city. The royal charter set the 
number of aldermen and councilors and limited the selection 
process to the burgess of the city. These regulations, however,
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only formalized local tradition. The charter of Queen Anne 
in 1710 guaranteed the Corporation the right to select 
officers and pass ordinances without royal interference 
or review. Such guarantees were only as good as the inten­
tions of subsequent monarchs or the limitations imposed on 
the monarch from other powers within the nation’s political 
structure. By historical happenstance, Anne and the first
three Georges neither wished to nor could intervene in the 
19local government of Bristol.
Prior to Anne's guarantee, royal intervention had
been a problem, particularly in the tumultous 1680s. The
crown intervened in the election of the Bristol mayor and
the sheriffs in September 1682. This tampering with the
order of succession stemmed from concern that the balance
of power in the upper chamber was shifting to a faction
deemed to be not in full accord with the policies of King
Charles II. In September 1683 the King intervened again
in the election of the mayor and sheriffs for the same
reason. The tinkering with succession was not sufficient to
achieve the desired goal and Charles withdrew the city's
charter on 25 October 1683. He issued a new charter on
24 June the next year. He named new councilors and aldermen,
nineteen of the former members were not returned. This
surgery on the Bristol body politic did not go deep enough.
Turmoil among factions in the chamber, fought primarily over
20succession, continued through the reign of James II.
In February of 1688 as events closed in on James II, he
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o rdered an o th er com plete re v is io n  o f th e  membership o f th e
Bristol Council and Aldermen. All the members who had
been dismissed in 1684 were returned to office. Thomas Day,
the key man maneuvered out of the mayoralty in September
1683, was appointed mayor. John Hinde, the lone survivor
of the four Bristol councilors involved in the Rye House
plot, was appointed a sheriff. Thomas Saunders, one of the
twenty-one new councilors, was appointed the other sheriff.
From among the councilors who had been retained in 1684,
only eight were retained again. Reshuffling of councilors
and aldermen continued through the spring and summer. By
September only William Merricke, James Pope, and Robert
Yates remained of the appointees under the 1684 charter.
The list of James's appointees was a political hodgepodge.
Walter Stevens, who had served in the Council from 1656 to
1661 and was discharged from the Corporation at the time of
the Stuart Restoration, served alongside High Church Tory
John Cory, and a father and son team of Dissenters. Michael 
21Pope and Michael Pope.
This august body survived long enough to install William 
Jackson as mayor and Thomas Liston and Joseph Jackson as 
sheriffs on 29 September 1688. William Jackson had been 
among those councilors dismissed in 1684 and then reappointed 
in 1688. Liston and Joseph Jackson had just been appointed. 
Then on 11 October James threw another spanner into the 
Bristol corporate works. He declared the Bristol Charter 
of 1684 to be void and all persons who were councilors and 
aldermen in 1683 to be reinstated. The remainder of the
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council of 1683 assembled on 23 October 1688 and reaffirmed 
William Jackson as mayor and elected William Browne and Tho­
mas Cole sheriffs. Browne refused to serve and withdrew 
from the city to nearby Fernchay. On the 26th of November 
the council again assembled, elected George White in place 
of Browne,and adopted a petition to the king asking for a 
free Parliament. James withdrew to France before the 
petition was delivered. Despite six attempts to assemble 
the council, a quorum could not be reached until August 
1689. When the Council did once more come together, it 
faced the arduous task of putting back together what all the
king's men had so thoroughly smashed. The task required 
22years to accomplish. Royal meddling was not the only 
outside limitation on the selection of corporate officers. 
Parliamentary law restricted participation. The Corporation 
Act of 1661 required all municipal office holders to take 
an oath of allegiance and supremacy to the monarch and to 
partake of Communion in the Church of England. Quakers 
made an article of faith of not taking an oath, no matter 
what their political loyalties, and thus were excluded from 
corporation office. Those Dissenters and Roman Catholics who 
in their own consciences could occasionally partake pro 
forma in the Anglican Eucharist were able to sit in those 
municipal councils where the local citizenry did not raise 
an objection. The restrictions tightened under the Test 
Act of 1673. Roman Catholics who swore the new oath public­
ly denied an article of their faith.
Dissenting Protestants could and did continue to employ
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the loopholes of occasional conformity. But with the 
High Church Tory Anne on the throne# Tories and High Church 
Whigs introduced bills in 1702# 1703# and 1704 by which 
occasional conformity would no longer fulfill the require­
ments of the Corporation Act. Most Whigs opposed the 
legislation and the House of Lords repeatedly rejected it. 
However, on the strength of their victory in the Parliament 
election of 1710, the Tory ministers reintroduced the act. 
The maneuvers in Parliament which followed reintroduction 
help explain some of the circumstances of parliamentary 
politics in which Bristol had to operate. In addition it
provides a view of eighteenth century English politics which
23can be applied to Bristol politics.
Vaguely defined political traditions of the period 
divided into two camps. Theoretically, Tories supported 
the interests of the monarch, the established church, and 
the landed aristocracy; Whigs supported Parliament, the 
right of religious dissent, and the mercantile bourgeois.
In the realm of real men and political issues, the lines of 
division blurred. Most Tories supported the Occasional 
Conformity Act as a bulwark against erosion of the Church 
in local government. They found sympathetic votes among 
the High Church Whigs. Most Whigs had opposed the 
Occasional Conformity Act in 1711, however, many Whigs 
were concerned with defeating the preliminary moves by the 
Tory ministers to secure peace and open trade with France. 
The Whigs found allies in the Nottingham faction of the
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Tories. The Nottingham faction did not share power in the 
government and wished to embarrass the government on the 
issue of peace but it did support the Occassional Conformity 
Act. An accomodation between mercantile Whigs and Notting­
ham Tories was found. Enough Whigs dropped their opposition
to the church issue to allow the conformity act to pass. The
24
Nottingham Tories opposed the peace negotiations.
The Tory and Whig parties resembled crystaline compounds.
Able individuals held factions of friends and relations
together with the prizes of office or the promise of such
prizes. On a particular issue, the coalition to which a
faction adhered depended upon the prospects for strengthening
the internal bonds of the faction. The factional leaders
took positions which depended largely upon if they were in or
out of governmental power. It is crass to ignore ideology
and emotion, and attribute all parliamentary roles to
economic or power goals of familial cliques. Nevertheless,
Sir Lewis Namier, John Plumb, Robert Wolcott, and Archibald
Foord have utilized the faction as a satisfactory model for
explaining eighteenth century politics on the national level.
25It serves as our model for Bristol politics.
When the Occasional Conformity Act passed in early 1712 
the immediate effect on Bristol politics was the resignation 
of Abraham Hooke, Onerphemous Tyndall, and Morgan Smith in 
March 1712. The Bristol Council was still attempting to 
reestablish the stability lost during the disruption of the 
Glorious Revolution. The act was repealed in 1718 but the 
Bristol Council refrained from selecting a dissenter into its
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membership until 1735 when Morgan Smith the younger was the 
first dissenter of the new wave. The twenty year hiatus of 
dissenters was due particularly to the Bristol corporate 
leadership's fear of further disruptions by expulsions under 
the Corporation Act which remained in effect. Attempts to 
repeal the Corporation Act along with the Occasional Confor­
mity Act in 1718 did not succeed. The extension of the 
hiatus after the annual Indemnity Acts were instituted in 
1728, was only an indirect effect of the search for stability. 
While the Occasional Conformity Act remained in effect the 
Council selected its new members from among men whose 
sympathies reinforced the votes of the High Church Tories 
who had gained entry to the Corporation during Queen Anne's 
reign. The strengths of this faction did not die off with 
its adherents until the mid-thirties. Only then did the 
dissenters return to the council chambers.
During the years when Parliamentary restrictions on 
conformity were tightest, the parish vestry took on the 
function of confirming the religious affiliations of Council 
selectees. Between 1710 and 1718, the Council chose five 
new colleagues from among the parishioners of St. Augustine's. 
The vestry chose all five to serve in the rotation of parish 
offices. John Price and Moblet Ruddock had completed their 
rotations prior to their selection to the Council. Robert 
Addison had not yet completed all the offices when the council 
chose him. The vestry concurred in the desirability of John 
King and Henry Swymmer by electing each of them Junior Church­
warden in the Easter week following their election to the
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.. 26 Council.
Service in the parochial oligarchy not only screened 
religious credentials but functioned as a civic apprentice­
ship. Responsible conduct in vestry offices proved one's 
ability to cope with corporate duties. The council waited 
until Addison, King, and Swymmer completed the vestry duties 
before electing them to the office of sheriff and thereby 
into the line of succession for higher office. Selection 
into the vestry also indicated a degree of permanency in a 
community which experienced a high rate of mobility. Relig­
ious credentials, successful display of responsibility, and 
some permanency, however, did not suffice for acceptance 
by the vestry or the Council.
Thorstein Veblen observed in his The Theory of the
Leisure Class; "In order to stand well in the eyes of the
community, it is necessary to come up to a certain somewhat
27indefinite, conventional standard of wealth." In the 
case of the St. Augustine five, the conventional standard 
was definite in as much as they all held property in the 
parish that ranked in the top twelve percent of the real 
estate assessments. Economic achievement was a strong 
indication of a man's ability to make the right decisions.
In contemporary society, it is still held that a wealthy 
man is best able to make decisions for the community. Back 
handed examples of the value of economic success as a pre­
requisite for a Common Councilor in eighteenth century 
Bristol were William Barndale, Thomas Knox, and Joseph 
Daltera who resigned from the council after their economic
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disasters dimmed their reputations for good judgment and 
fortune.^
Only the wealthy man could bear the expenses tradition­
ally accompanying the office of councilor. Within the 
first five years of his life-term, a councilor served a 
year as sheriff. Shortly after assuming that office, he 
was expected to give a rather lavish dinner for his colleagues. 
Some indication of the cost of one of these meals is given 
by David Dehany's gift of one hundred pounds to the poor in 
lieu of the banquet. Dehany's duties in an election and 
the severity of weather allegedly prevented him from giving 
the dinner "in so handsome a manner as the nature of the 
thing requires." It might be noted that Dehaney had refused 
to serve in the Council when elected in 1738 and apparently
was not too pleased with his reelection in 1739 and immediate
29selection to the office of sheriff.
In addition, tradition obligated the sheriffs (two 
were chosen each year) to present the mayor a new scabbard 
for the ceremonial sword of office. Customarily the scabbard 
was rendered of silver and cost each sheriff about eighty 
pounds. To have skimped on the expenditure for the scabbard 
would have not only disregarded civic custom and insulted 
the mayor, for he retained the scabbard as a memento of his 
mayoralty, but it would also have been a matter of public 
embarrassment. The sword bearer carried the scabbard to 
the parish church of the mayor on the first Sunday after the 
January 1 presentation and to the parish churches of the 
sheriffs on the two succeeding Sundays.^
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When faced with the choice of a new member, the council 
did not even survey the entire field of economically quali­
fied men. Selection to the Council was part of a career 
pattern. A man had to demonstrate his acceptability early 
in his career. Most new councilors were between twenty- 
eight and thirty-five years of age at the time of their 
selection. With a few exceptions, the council chose a man 
eight to eleven years after he completed his apprentice­
ship. Those who entered the council after a briefer period 
as a burgess, usually were men who had come ot their 
freedom by marriage or fine. Despite the advantages or 
disadvantages a potential cnadidate may have had, he 
had to demonstrate his ability and acceptability early in 
his career and most likely he proved it in mercantile 
commerce.31
Between the accession of George I to the British throne 
in late 1714 and the election of Edmund Burke and Henry 
Cruger to Parliament in late 1774, the Councilors and Alder­
men of Bristol selected 128 burgesses to fill vacancies in 
the membership of the Common Council. Of the 128 men, 72 
were merchants, 49 were members of the Society of Merchant 
Venturers. The Council, thereby, chose over half of its 
potential membership from the small mercantile caste which 
constituted only three to four percent of the total burgess 
constituency. Nearly forty percent of the replacements 
came from the institutionalized minority within the mercan­
tile minority. Fifty-one of the 128 selectees were sons,
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apprentices, or relatives of prior or contemporary members
of the Corporation. The mercantile and the relative
selectees were not exclusive of each other but overlapped
in many cases. Another group can be identified. A quarter
of the selectees had associations with a dissenting sect.
Almost to the man, the association was with the Presbyterian
congregation of the Lewin's Mead Chapel. This group, again,
32overlapped with the merchants and relatives.
While the proportion of selectees who shared familial 
relations with corporate members remained almost constant 
through the sixty years, the same is not true of the mer­
chants and dissenters. In the twenty years between 1715 
and 1734, the Council chose forty-five men to its membership. 
Over seventy percent of them were merchants. Over half of 
them came from the Society of Merchant Venturers. Four of 
the selectees had prior or subsequent connections with the 
Lewin's Mead Congregation. Three of the four had been 
christened into the congregation; one of them contributed 
to the support of the Presbyterian minister in 1751. But 
there is no evidence that any of them actively participated 
in the chapel at the time of their selection. Before the 
decline in Bristol shipping, merchants and Merchant Venturers 
enjoyed their strongest control in the corporation. At the 
same time the lingering effects of the Queen Anne era of 
High Churchism restricted the political power of wealthy 
dissenters. But the positive forces that reinforced the 
mercantile interests and the negative restraints on the
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d is s e n te rs  began to  erode .
A definite shift in the characteristics of selectees 
manifested itself between 1735 and 1754. The slump in 
Bristol shipping cut into the mercantile opportunities of 
young men who, in the early stages of their careers, had to 
build up the wealth and prestige necessary for selection by 
the council. The old mercantile guard produced sufficient 
numbers of successful offspring in order to continue to fill 
forty percent of the openings on the council. But the 
merchants as a whole were unable to produce enough new 
successes to maintain their seventy percent share of new 
councilors. The Corporation turned more to other occupa­
tional groups for the forty-one vacancies which needed to 
be filled between 1735 and 1754. Sugarbakers, tobaccanists, 
maltsters, druggists, and grocers were among the new 
selectees. These occupations had been present on the Coun­
cil previously, but not in such proportions as during the 
1730s and 40s. These occupations were connected to 
commodities for which demand remained reasonably high 
despite the shipping slump. The Council did not select 
anyone in the manufacturing or industrial trades except 
a shipwright, Thomas Clements, whose father had been a 
member of the Council. The Corporation's ties with industry 
came through those merchants who invested in industrial 
ventures or through manufacturers who had relegated their 
industrial roles for the fuctions and title of merchant.^
Among the selectees who were not merchants and who did
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not have familial relationships with prior councilors, 
there were men who differed religiously from the majority 
of the Council members. Almost forty percent of those men 
selected to the Council between 1735 and 1754 had ties 
to the congregation of Lewin's Mead. The connections were 
not vague relationships but consisted of active participation 
in the administration of the chapel or ongoing support 
of the Presbyterian ministers. Religious dissent, however, 
was not restricted to the non-mercantilists.
Among the merchants who qualified economically for the 
Council, the old guard was hard put to find sufficient mem­
bers of men with religious backgrounds similar to their 
own. And so merchants of dissenting affiliations came 
into the Council. Most of the dissenting merchants had 
assumed a mantel of acceptability by having joined the 
Society of Merchant Venturers. Most of them had purchased 
their way into the Society; a few were apprentices, but 
they were the apprentices of finepayers. Only by the 
Council's selections of the Venturers finepaying members 
was the Society able to produce over a quarter of the new 
Councilors. Had the Venturers not accepted new men into its 
membership, the proportion of Venturers among the Council 
selectees would have plummeted over one half in 1715-34 to 
less than a fifty in 1735-54.
The commercial revival of Bristol's overseas trade 
after 1750 provided new economic and political opportunities 
for the city's young merchants. The effect of the upswing 
manifested itself among the thirty-eight men which the
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Council chose for its membership between 1755 and 1774.
Of the thirty-eight selectees, twenty-two were merchants.
As corrallary to the revival of mercantile strength in the 
Council, the Venturers increased their ties to the Council. 
Fourteen of the merchant selectees were Venturers. Most of 
them were sons or apprentices of the finepayers who had 
entered the Society of Merchant Venturers in the 1720s and 
30s and had entered the Council in the 1740s and early 50s. 
But the commercial revival of the 1750s and 1760s generated 
a new crop of economically and politically powerful merchants 
and six of them were themselves finepayers admitted into 
the Society during the 1760s.
The proportion of selectees who had family ties to 
past and present members of the Corporation and of those 
who had connections with the Lewin's Mead congregation 
remained almost the same as between 1735 and 1754. The two 
groups were now entertwined. Both groups or rather the 
combined groups, came into the Council in particularly 
high proportions during 1756-64. During those years the 
new men of the 30s and 40s were consolodating their political 
gains. Then for four years, between 1765 and 1769, the men 
who economically emerged during the 50s and early 60s 
dominated the selection process. It was during 1765-69 
that the new finepaying Merchant Venturers entered the 
Council. These new men had ties to neither the old guard 
of the 1720s nor the dissenters of the 1740s. Many of them 
had emerged from the Tory minority which had opposed both
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the old guard Whigs and the dissenter style Whigs. The 
old guard and the dissenters were unable to generate enough 
qualified men to offset the growing power of the new men.
But the dissenters rallied sufficient strength to again 
dominate the selection process between 1771 and 1774. Five 
of the six men selected by the Council during the last four 
years before the election of Cruger and Burke were members 
of the Lewin's Mead chapel.
The vacancies in the Council occured by the death of a 
member, the refusal of a selectee to serve, or the dismissal 
of a member. With few exceptions the timing of the vacancies 
by death did not significantly effect the factional develop­
ment of the Council. The steps of death were fairly regular 
in length of stride; councilors usually served over twenty 
years in the corporation. But the deaths of James Hilhouse 
and Austin Goodwin in 1762, both after each man had served 
only six years, compounded the dissenters problems of 
consolidating their position. A Lewin's Mead member, Andrew 
Pope, replaced Lewin's Mead member Hilhouse. The Weare 
family, an ally of the Presbyterians, who politically 
emerged at the same time, provided William to replace 
Goodwin. William joined his brothers George and Henry on 
the Council. Although allies to the dissenters, the family
was independent and did cooperate with the new men of the
34sixties when their interests coincided.
The average years of service of corporation members did 
lengthen during the first three quarters of the eighteenth 
century.^ And a sudden jump in average longevity in third
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quarter further complicated the corporation's composition in 
the years just prior to the American Revolution. From 1715- 
1734 the average length of service of those members of the 
corporation who died in office was 20.3 years. Those council­
ors and aldermen who died between 1735 and 1754 had served 
22.6 years. The slight increase meant that many of the men 
who came into the council during the late teens and early 
twenties survived up until the 1740s. Those men who came 
into the council during the time when the turmoil of Queen 
Anne's reign was calmed in an era of old guard Whig domina­
tion, did not go out of office until the time the dissenting 
Whigs were coming into prominance.
Between 1755 and 1774, longevity jumped to 28.5 years. 
That meant that the old guard reinforcements who came in 
during the 1740s survived almost until the imperial crisis 
in America. A few members of that faction were still active 
when the city was confronted by the American troubles. 
Additionally the first wave of dissenters were still in ser­
vice. While the increase in longevity meant increased 
continuity, the suddenness of the rise meant that within 
the late 1750s and early 60s there was a cut down in turn­
over, followed in the late 1760s and early 70s by the loss 
of men with years of experience. At a point in time when 
the city's leadership lost several individuals who had guided 
the city for almost three decades a new wave of prominently 
wealthy men emerged.
Refusals by selectees to serve on the council influenced
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factional composition of the Corporation, particularly 
during the twenty years before the American Revolution. The 
two refusals which occured between 1715 and 1734 had no effect 
on the distribution of merchants, corporate relatives,
Merchant Venturers, or dissenters on the Council. During 
the next twenty years, four refusals had more impact. Pri­
marily the decline in the number of merchants in the council 
did not go quite so far as would have been the case if those 
individuals originally chosen by the Council had served. 
Secondly, the advance of the dissenters would have been 
slowed. The five refusals which occured between 1755 and 
1794 also strengthened both the merchants and the dissenters. 
What the refusals negatively effected, both in the middle 
and last twenty year period, was the numbers of persons 
with familial ties to the corporation. They thereby aided 
the advances of new groups into the council.
Openings in the Council were also generated by 
dismissals from the council due to a member's removal from 
the city, bankruptcy, or neglect of duties. During the first 
twenty years, the council discharged eight members. Noblet 
Ruddock had left the city. Matthew Barnsdale resigned 
due to his bankruptcy. The six other dismissals were due 
to neglect; five of the six actions occured between 1717 
and 1728. The council cleared away the deadwood that had 
grown up out of the bitter battleground of factional conflict 
in the first decade of the century and out of the early 
attempts to plow the conflict under the soil of inoffensive
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
227
but ineffective councilors. The men who filled the eight 
vacancies came mostly from the Merchant Venturers and from 
those burgesses with corporate relatives. The strongest 
factions were able to fill the vacancies and reinforced 
themselves.
Between 1735 and 1754, the Council dismissed three 
members. Henry Nash, a merchant had gone bankrupt. William 
Crossley's name does not appear on the records of the 
bankruptcy court but he too probably was in financial disas­
ter. Crossley was discharged and then immediately elected 
sword bearer. The Council had employed the same procedure 
in the case of Barnsdale when he had been financially 
embarrassed. The replacements for the three vacancies came 
from among the dissenters and non-merchants who were on the 
rise during that period.
Dismissals accounted for six of the thirty-five vacan­
cies which opened up between 1755 and 1774. Bankruptcies 
of merchant councilors accounted for half the dismissals. 
These dismissals cut into the supporters of the dissenters' 
faction when the faction was least able to find replacements. 
The new economic men of the sixties, thus found new political 
opportunities. John Love's removal from the city and sub­
sequent discharge from the council also occured at an inap­
propriate time for the dissenters. Likewise the two 
resignations for ill-health and five refusals to serve 
sapped the strength of the dissenters and the old guard. The 
availability of manpower for the dissenters' faction did 
not recover until 1771. By that time the new men of the
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sixties had gotten into the Council and political power 
in the city was further splintered. Additionally during 
the sixties and seventies, there was a collection of erratic 
voters on the council who could and would align with what­
ever faction seemed best to fit their interest on a particu­
lar vote. Such individuals had always existed on the Council. 
Originally chosen to strengthen one faction or another, 
councilors found their lifetime tenure allowed them to 
break with their original supporters and follow their own 
whims. Robert Smith, elected by the council in 1720, voted 
such an erratic slate that his colleagues lost all respect 
for him. Smith was the only councilor in the eighteenth 
century not to be elected mayor in succession. He was a 
sheriff in 1733 and remained on the Council until 1762 but 
was never elected mayor. In dozens of votes in the Council, 
spread out over the length of his career, Smith always 
voted for the loser. He seems to have been determined 
to take the least favorite position on every question.
Nathaniel Day, who came into the Council the same year as 
Smith, was the only man to be able to nearly always vote 
the same as Smith. The two of them, Smith survived until
40
1765, formed a sort of lunatic fringe for nearly forty years.
With at least three factions vying for position plus a 
fringe of independents, the Common Council and Aldermen of 
Bristol enter the 1770s in as disorganized and diffused 
state of opinion as had been the case since the first 
decade of the cnetury. In such a state of disarray they had
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to deal with one of the greatest political and economic 
crises of the century— the American Revolution.
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CHAPTER VII
CRISIS OF THE SEVENTIES
On 17 June 1727, Mayor Peter Day with the Aldermen 
and Common Councilors donned funeral robes. George I was 
dead. Behind the swordbearer who carried the mourning 
sword, the Corporation walked in procession. They walked 
to the High Cross and slowly trudged around the black draped 
monument. Then the Corporate members returned to the Council 
House. Mayor and Council changed their robes to ones of 
scarlet. With good cheer, they drank the health of George II. 
Back at the High Cross, now bedecked in blazing colors, 
scarlet robed sheriffs, Ezekiel Longman and Henry Combe, pro­
claimed the new reign to the accompaniment of blaring 
trumpets and flowing wine.1
Mayor John Durbin led the next funeral procession 
to High Cross. Among the Aldermen and Councilors only 
three old men, Nathaniel Day, Robert Smith, and Jacob Elton, 
had ever donned the black robes to mourn a king. Henry 
Dampier, the newest alderman, only thirteen days in the 
upper chamber, was yet an apprentice to James Day when the 
Council last drank to a new king. If Sheriffs Isaac 
Piguenit and Samuel Seledgley, who read the proclamation of 
George Ill's accession on 30 October 1760, had witnessed the 
prior royal fanfare, they had one so from the arms of their 
parents. In the thirty-three years since Bristol had proclaim­
ed the reign of George II, another generation had come to
233
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power and new fa c tio n s  had a lig n e d  and were re a lig n e d .
First in wars and depressions, moulded in old rivals, and
hammered by social mobility, the political hierarchy of
Bristol had taken on a new form. The most striking feature
of the new regime was its religious cast. Presbyterians of
the congregation of Lewin's Mead had come into a dominant 
2
role on the Common Council.
Fourteen years after George Ill's accession, the 
Bristol Corporation faced the possibility of a revolt in 
the city's North American markets. Those markets not only 
traded directly with Bristol but also fed, housed, and 
barreled the West Indian sugar industry— Bristol's most 
important overseas commercial asset. The Corporation did 
not unite for or against the American policies of the North 
ministry. The Aldermen and Council split along factional 
lines that had been in the making since at least fourteen 
years before George II's accession.
In 1713 Bristol politicians still struggled to 
resolve the factional turmoil that had wracked the Corporation 
since the 1680s. Resolution came when a faction, formed 
around the interests of the Society of Merchant Venturers 
and the family of Abraham Elton, gained a working plurality 
in the Corporation. Simultaneous with the resolution of the 
infighting, the Corporation regularized succession to its 
offices by use of the seniority system. After 1715 the 
movement within the Council from disruption to compromise 
accelerated but the factions remained. Beatrice and Sydney
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Webb were mistaken in their contention that in Bristol 
"Under the House of Hanover the internal factions ceased, 
and the Council settled down into harmonious fellowship."3 
The factional links, forged in the teens and twenties, held 
the Bristol Corporation together until the middle of the 
century.
Admittedly if one judged the solidarity of the Cor­
poration by the voting pattern of its members in Parliamentary 
elections, the factions were melting away until, in 1754, all 
but three members voted for the single Whig candidate, Robert 
Nugent. The three odd-men-out could be considered insignifi­
cant. John Curtis split his two votes between Nugent and 
Robert Beckford, a London merchant who stood for election 
with the support of the newly formed Steadfast Society, a 
local Tory organization. Robert Smith and Nathaniel Day 
voted for Beckford and Sir John Philipps, a Pembrokeshire 
Tory also sponsored by the Steadfast Society. But Smith
and Day had made political careers of taking the opposite
4
position to any majority in the Council.
The solidarity of the Corporation in 1754, however, 
was not a measure of internal harmony but rather a reaction 
against Beckford’s and Philipps's speeches in opposition to 
a bill before the House of Commons illustrate their anti- 
Bristol Corporation feelings. Bristol sought a bill for 
authority for the Corporation to maintain a three-hundred- 
man night watch. Nugent, who headed the 1754 poll, sponsored 
the bill and spoke in its behalf. Beckford who was also 
elected, vehemently attacked the bill. Beckford's brother,
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a London Alderman who had come to Bristol to campaign 
for his brother, and Philipps, whom William Beckford had 
brought into Parliament from Petersfield, also attacked the 
bill. The Beckfords and Philipps argued that Bristol's 
closed Corporation subverted the British constitution and 
the liberties of the people. The night watch would only 
provide a patronage system by which the Corporation could 
subvert future parliamentary elections in the City. The 
bill passed, perhaps because of William Pitt's defense of 
the constitutionality of the corporation based upon an analysis 
of the Roman republic, but more likely because Pitt could 
deliver the votes of his followers.5
The Corporation's solidarity also resulted from 
the Bristol vs. London alignment of the candidates. Nugent 
was nominated in Bristol due to his outspoken opposition to 
the importation of bottled wines, a scheme favored by London 
interests but which was anathema to the Bristol wine and 
glass industries. On other issues Nugent had defended the 
rights of the outports against the monopolistic London 
concerns. Richard Beckford, like his brother William, was 
a London merchant and alderman. Philipps held shares in 
the London-based East India Company, the largest commercial 
monopoly in Britain.5
The protective reaction of the Corporation in the 
election of 1754 to guard its own political and local interests 
masked the factional disarray within the Council. Voting in 
the Council on issues of patronage within the city portrayed
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a diffusion of alliances. The lack of a clear set of 
political bounds among the Corporation members stemmed from 
the manner in which the Eltons had gained their factional 
plurality during the second decade of the century. Votes 
on patronage in the early 1720s reveal distinct divisions 
within the Council at that time. Robert Yate, Abraham 
Elton, and the other men who came into the Council before 
1700 lined up opposite Phillip Freke and Edmond Montgomery 
and the other councilors who entered during the High Church 
policy of Queen Anne's reign. The Elton faction was rein­
forced by additional Eltons and allies such as Edward Foy 
and Edward Becker. The need to fulfill the requirements 
of the Occasional Conformity Act and to stabilize the 
Council brought in men like John King, John Price, and Noblett 
Ruddock. They generally sided with the Eltons but would 
occasionally cross over to the High Church faction. Nathaniel 
Day and Robert Smith were brought in to placate the Queen 
Anne crowd but they too, early in their political careers, 
could cross factional alligances.^
The Elton plurality was still viable in the late 
1730s and early 1740s. The Eltons had been able to bring 
in some new supports from the Lewin's Mead congregation 
but erosion had set into the faciton. Many of the compromise 
men of the late teens and early twenties had coalesced into 
their own faction and Smith and Day had taken to voting 
patterns consistent with the Mad Hatter. Yet the Eltons could 
still rally nineteen votes. The compromise men held about 
ten votes. The Mad Hatters and a handful of switch hitters
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mixed up the remainder of the members.®
By the early 1750s, when the council was apparently
united in the Parliamentary election, voting on new members
and questions of patronages fell along the lines of ever
changing coalitions. Neither the Merchant Venturers nor the
Presbyterians voted as blocs. Even the four Eltons in the
Corporation could not agree among themselves on half the
roll calls. The only pattern, and that one rather vague,
was that members admitted before 1740 tended to agree with
g
one another, as did the post-1740 members.
When a by-election was held in 1756 to replace the 
deceased Beckford, the vote of the councilors was not pub­
lished. If the corporate members were united, they would 
have supported the Whig. It is doubtful they could unite 
because the Tory candidate, Jarriet Smith had many solid 
local connections. Smith was elected. The editor of Felix 
Forley's Bristol Journal hailed the Bristol attorney's 
majority of fifty-six votes as "a noble Stand for Liberty... 
against the whole Crew of Pensioners of the Excise and 
Customs; in a Word— against the Whole Body of Dissenters and 
Low Church Gentry." Elizabeth Farley's High Church Toryism 
fogged her vision of the makeup of, in her own phrase, "the 
Persons in P o w e r . I n  the late forties and early fifties, 
dissenters had been selected into the Council but they were 
yet to coalesce into a solid faction.
Smith served in Parliament until 1768 when he 
retired. Matthew Brickdale, a nominal Tory and a local linen-
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draper, replaced Smith. Brickdale served until his defeat in 
1774. Nugent continued in office until 1774. Twice he 
was reelected unopposed, in company with Smith in 1761 
and with Brickdale in 1768. Thrice he was reelected in by- 
elections after his elevation to the Irish peerage and his 
appointment to positions on the Board of Trade. For nearly 
two decades, Bristol parliamentary contests were trade offs. 
One member was a nominal Whig, the other a nominal Tory.
The Whig had national level connections, the Tory was a 
Bristolian. Brickdale became a Bristol Common Councilor 
shortly after his election to Parliament and his inheritance 
of his father's fortune. The national Whig voted his own mind 
in Parliament. The local Tory was more sensitive to instruc­
tions from his constituency. Nugent voted against repeal 
of the Stamp Act in support of his Newcastle connections.
Smith voted for repeal in response to a request from the 
Society of Merchant Venturers.
The Whig-Tory trade off saved the tremendous 
expense of contested campaigns. The total costs of the 1754 
and 1756 elections have been estimated at B60,000.^ The 
compromise symbolized a new balance of factions which 
developed in the fifties and sixties. But by 1774 the rein­
forcement of the factions had brought in new men and a new 
situation had mutated out of the old.
The factional divisions in the Bristol Corporation 
had hardened up by the time of the 1774 elections but stress 
brought on by the open rebellion in America broke up 
factional bounds and the leadership of the city drifted
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through the imperial crisis in disarray. But we are getting
ahead of our story. Bristol's crisis of the seventies began
with the dissolution of Parliament in the fall of 1774.
The political situation in Bristol in 1774 was
described in a letter by Richard Champion, the Merchant
Venturer admitted into the Society by fine in 1768. Champion
was a Quaker who engaged in the American trade, primarily
with South Carolina. He was sympathetic to the Whiggism of 
12Rockingham and Edmund Burke. It was the latter to whom
Champion addressed his letter of 1 October 1774 in an
attempt to persuade Burke to stand for election in Bristol.
Lord Clare (Nugent) when he made his first 
appearance as a Candidate to represent the City 
of Bristol, was supported by what was then called 
the Whigs; or in other words; the Newcastle 
Party...His Chief View was directed to gaining 
over his Opponents. This he effected, and to 
these his services were more particularly devoted. 
This has made him many Enemies who,tho' they 
admire the Abilities of the Man, dislike both 
his Principles and his Conduct. The Corporation, 
who unanimously supported him at first still 
continue (at least the Greatest part) that 
Support, tho' they have seen him change his 
Principles so often, that they must be assured 
he has no Principles at all. Yet as their own 
Sentiments are really different from his, tho' 
stifled by their attachment to him, and the 
People in general are in a State of Discontent, 
his Power might be easily shaken, should a Man of 
equal Abilities appear, whose Principles met 
their Approbation. Their present Plan is, 
that such a Man of Interest and Abilities is neces­
sary in a commercial Town— but yet there is still 
a higher View— the public good. I know that 
in this Age of Corruption, such a Doctrine will 
be laughed at, but all the contempt in the world 
cannot set aside a matter of Fact.
But I cannot allow these very great Services of 
Lord Clare...It is true he has given away many or 
most of the inferior places in the Customs, but 
the Superior his Interest could not reach...
Mr. Brickdale...was a Man whose domestic Virtues
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had endeared him to his Acquaintances...The sudden 
Possession of a large fortune at those years, 
when the Passions are generally warm was the Cause 
of his offering his Services to the Public in 
a Station to which his Talents were by no means 
suited...I conceive them (Parties in this Town) 
to be divided into four Parts. Two of them 
consist of some of the heads of the Party formerly 
called Tories, and a few of those Whigs who brought 
in Lord Clare. These form a party in support 
of Lord Clare and Mr. Brickdale, the principal 
Gentlemen of the Town. The other two are the 
discontented party of each Sort— the Whigs who 
dislike the present System of Government, and the 
Tories who dislike the present Members. These 
latter parties, if joined, would make a most 
formidible appearance. They consist of very 
few Gentlemen, but form the Bulk of the Trademen 
and Manufacters in the Town...They are almost 
unanimously against the present members.
In the midst of this discontent, Mr. Cruger, 
declared his private Wishes to represent this 
City. Had the Opposition been form'd with 
judgment Mr. Cruger should not have declared.
He is a Merchant of the first Consequence here, 
in generour goodnatured Man— but one, who have 
not only given himself a Loose in the Youthful 
Follies of Life, but who has at the same time 
preserved no Appearances. This in a City, whose 
Inhabitants devoted chiefly to Trade, have a 
severe Cast of Manners, has subjected him to great 
disadvantages. He is beside young, and being 
only a par with other Merchants of the Town, a 
spirit of Envey has broken out...
These (those opponents to the present members) 
lay stress on the necessity of a Gentlemen of 
Interest and abilities representing the Town—  
but to these the Name of Mr. Burke so entirely 
answering that Character, would be an entire 
Attraction...The graver Sort among the Dissenters 
would indisputably declare for you. They mention 
your Name with the Warmest Approbation, but with 
Mr. Cruger could with difficulty be brought to 
join, tho' they might in the End.. .Bristol^ill be 
honored in being represented by Mr. Burke.
There were, of course, views on the desirability 
of the candidates which differed from Champion's. On the day 
after Champion wrote to Burke, a Bristol Customs House offi­
cial named Samuel Lowder wrote to William Prattinton of Bewdley.
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Lowder maintained a regular correspondence with Prattinton 
for whom Lowder acted as fiscal agent and guardian of his 
son, Peter, and of Mrs. Prattinton's father. Among his 
business and family reports, Lowder sprinkled comments on 
the Bristol political scene. On 2 October 1774, Lowder 
wrote, "We are all in confusion here...Lord Clare, W. Brick­
dale, and Mr. Cruger have declared separately —  the general 
cry is Cruger." Lowder himself was caught between Cruger and 
Brickdale as his second choice. On 8 October he reported 
Lord Clare's sudden withdrawal from the contest after only 
one day of voting. On 11 October he commented on Burke 
who did not join the campaign until after Clare's withdrawal. 
Lowder was of the opinion that the Quakers in general were 
for "Birk" and Cruger and that the majority of dissenters 
were in favor of Burke. The Farrs were "Making all the 
interest they can in favor of Birk." How the majority of 
the Corporation was to poll was not yet known. Burke had 
not yet arrived on the scene, in his absence "he is represented 
I think by a Quaker, one of the Champions." Lowder continued 
"You must of heard of this Berk. He is of the Shelbern
interest...a vociner of the Americans, A bill of rights Man...
14And unfitt to Represent the City."
While Lowder's impressions of Burke's positions and 
connections were a bit distorted, he did provide a glimpse 
of what may have been a prevelent conception of Burke at least 
among his enemies. Lowder also introduced the American crisis 
into the election. Historian P. T. Underwood has pointed out
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more recently that "Although the election was not held 
to test public opinion on any specific issue, the shadow 
of the American crisis hung over Britain." Underwood 
continued: "In 1774 Bristol was the second city and port 
of Britain, having an extensive colonial trade, notably 
with North America. She was also one of the few popular
constituencies with an electorate numbering about 5,000---
a total surpassed only by London and Westminster. These 
factors alone were sufficient to attract specific interest and 
importance to the Bristol contest of 1774, when the American 
issue loomed so large in politics on both sides of the Atlan- 
tie.15
Lowder kept Prattinton informed of the vote count 
in the election on almost a daily basis. By 18 October the 
count stood at Cruger 1408, Burke 1098, Brickdale 814, and 
Clare 83. But not half the voters had yet polled. The 
clergy and the principal part of the freeholders were in 
Brickdale's favor, according to Lowder, but they had already 
voted. Lowder could not conceive of where Brickdale's 
managers were to get sufficient voters to overtake Burke but 
they were still encouraged. By 23 October, coaches were being 
sent to London to fetch voters. On the 27th Lowder reported 
voters arrived hourly from London and messengers had 
been dispatched for forty miles around the countryside in 
search of persons entitled to freedom by birth, servitude, 
or marriage. Over two thousand had already claimed their 
freedom during the election. The polls closed on 2 November
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Lowder reported Cruger's and Burke's victories on 5 
November.
Cruger captured 3,569 votes, far ahead of Burke who 
received 2,707. Burke topped Brickdale by only 299 votes 
in an electorate of 5,384 voters, each of whom could cast 
a vote for one or two of the candidates. Thereby Bristol, 
in the shadows of the American crisis, elected a merchant 
of American birth and commercial connections together with 
a politician who only a few months before the election, had 
delivered a speech to Commons advocating a concilatory app­
roach to the American colonies. The election has been 
interpreted as an omen of the pro-American sympathies among 
the English mercantile community which enjoyed so much of 
its prosperity from the expanding colonial trade. Under­
wood has refuted that contention on the basis that the 
election was decided by the careful preliminary organiza­
tion by Cruger supporters and by the efforts of Richard 
Champion for Burke. Events subsequent to the election 
indicated, however, that Cruger's and Burke's principal 
supporters were aware of the American crisis. The question 
is not how Cruger and Burke won but how the leadership of 
the community stood on the choice of opposition candidates. 
How did the influential mercantile minority of the city 
line up on the obvious choice between candidates who stood 
with the government or who stood against it? In a nation 
and an era when democracy was not a fashionable word, the 
positions of men of political and economic wealth on a
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question carried more influence than thousands of votes 
from the mob. If North's government looked beyond the 
totals (the votes and occupation of each man polled were 
published) to how the merchants and Corporation members 
voted, did it find itself faced with a vote of no confi­
dence? Lowder recognized the essential question in measur­
ing the impact of the Bristol election, "How the majority 
of the Corporation will Pole."*7
The merchants of Bristol did not provide the North 
government any unified response. Ballots cast by merchants 
totaled 103. Brickdale was their favorite; he received 
64 of their votes. Clare, even after his withdrawal, got 
28 merchants' votes. Of those 28, 27 were in combination 
with Brickdale. Nearly a third of Cruger's 48 votes 
were in combination with Brickdale, but almost half of the 
merchants would not cross over to an opposition candidate. 
Burke received only 38 votes from merchants. The need of 
a man knowledgable in matters of trade, reconcilable in 
attitude towards America, and national in political statue 
was much more prominent in the mind of Richard Champion
18than in the minds of two-thirds of his fellow merchants.
The Corporation provided no more of a united front 
than did the merchants. Thirty members voted; thirteen 
remained neutral. Some of the neutral members had to 
remain so because of their position. The two sheriffs 
supervised the polls and had to be neutral. Cruger and 
Brickdale as candidates could not cast ballots. The Recorder
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John Dunning, recognized his appointment to the upper 
chamber as an honorary position bestowed on a prestigious 
outsider and did not vote in local or parliamentary elec­
tions. Eight members, by choice, remained on the side­
lines of the poll. Of the thirty member:; who did cast 
ballots, ;he returns were mixed. Brickdale was the most 
popular with eighteen votes, followed by Cruger with 
fourteen, Burke twelve, and Clare ten. All the Clare votes 
were in combination with Brickdale. Subsequent to Clare's 
withdrawal, seven counselors cast single votes for Brickdale. 
Over half of the aldermen and councilors who voted stood 
solidly behind the old members. Cruger received two votes 
in combination with Brickdale and his other twelve votes 
with Burke.^
The core of Brickdale's support came from the 
Merchant Venturers on the Council. Ten of the twelve 
voting Venturers voted for him. Cruger received only four 
votes from his fellow Venturers on the Council. Three of 
those votes came from men who were members of both the 
Society and the Lewin's Mead chapel. Members of the 
latter institution provided the core of Cruger's support. 
Eight of the twelve Presbyterian corporate members who voted, 
voted for Cruger. The four who did not were men who had 
come into the Corporation before Nugent's first election.
They were all old Elton men and apparently still followed 
the lead of the last two Eltons still on the Council: their 
fellow Aldermen, Issac Elton, and the younger councilor of 
the same name. These two Eltons were not of the branch of
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the family that for years supported the Presbyterian 
chapel but they seemed to hold the affection of those 
dissenters who had come into the council under the aegis 
of their family's faction.20
Two other Presbyterians of the same generation and 
connections, Jeremiah Ames and Richard Farr, remained 
neutral in the contest. Conceivably they were torn 
between the attitudes of their generation and their familial 
and religious ties to the supporters of Cruger and Burke. 
Ames's son, Levi; and Farr's son, Thomas; and Farr's 
apprentice, Thomas Deane; all of whom were on the Council, 
voted for Cruger and Burke. Another of Farr's sons, Paul 
who was a Venturer supported Clare until the Irish peer 
withdrew and then he switched to Burke.2^
The Farrs, it would appear, were interested like 
Champion in having a mamber of Parliament who could deliver 
positions. The Farr sons were evenly divided among 
positions in the Council of the Bristol Corporation and 
in the Society of Merchant Venturers. In 1776 when son 
Thomas headed Bristol as mayor, son Paul headed the Society 
as master. While papa sat on the fence, the sons moved in 
the direction best suited to secure more positions for 
family and friends. The sons and apprentices in the Lewin's 
Mead faction felt free of prior bonds to the Eltons and 
were determined to build their own factional strength and 
positions.
Robert Gordon and William Weare also took refuge
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from split allegiances in neutrality. Gordon contributed 
to the Lewin's Mead chapel but he was one of the new wave 
of finepayers admitted into the Society of Merchant 
Venturers in the sixties. His contemporaries who joined 
the Council with him during the fifties and who were 
Venturers voted for Clare and Brickdale. But most of his 
co-religionists supported Cruger and Burke. Weare was not 
a Presbyterian and he was a finepaying admittee to the 
Venturers during the sixties. All of his contemporaries 
on the Council who shared those attributes voted for Clare 
and Brickdale. But Weare's brother, Henry, was the most 
senior alderman to come out for Cruger and Burke. William 
had been brought into the Council to support the Weare- 
Lewin's Mead faction and he agreed with his brother on most 
questions. William was, however, a man to avoid contro­
versy. When he was elected mayor in his turn for the 
corporation year 1777, he declined the office and paid a 
four-hundred-pound fine for his troubles. Neutrality was 
a quiet refuge in which to wait out the storm of split 
allegiances.
Neutrality only further blurred the indecision of 
the Council. The disarray of the Corporation could not be 
interpreted as a rebuke of the North ministry's American 
policies. The voting pattern of the Corporate members fell 
along factional lines which had been in the making long 
before the election and the American crisis. The circum­
stances of the seventies only solidified the parties accord-
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ing to their backgrounds. Economic, social, and political 
developments for years past had crystalized in such a 
way as to limit the possibilities of response of the 
city's leadership to the American crisis.
Questions that came before the Council in subsequent 
years of the crisis of the seventies further deepened the 
split in the power structure of the city. The division 
was not only in the Council but also in the Society of 
of Merchant Venturers. So when the Society or the Council 
took stands on the American question they vere far from 
unanimous and their intended effects were neutralized by 
abstantion of significant blocks of votes. The first exam­
ples of such disarray occured in the Society two months after 
the election of Cruger and Burke.
On 11 January 1775, the Hall of the Society con­
sidered the state of the affairs in America. Thirty-seven 
members were present. On the question whether to petition 
the House of Commons regarding the American problem, the 
Hall was evenly split eighteen to eighteen with the deciding 
vote cast by the master, Robert Smith, in the negative. 
Thereafter, the Hall resolved to call another meeting on 18 
January to reconsider the question. Thirty-four members 
attended the meeting the following Monday. There was, 
however, a subtle shift in the composition of those in 
attendance. Nine members who had been present on the 11th 
failed to show. Among those who did not return for the 
meeting on the 18th were councilors George Daubeny, Andrew 
Pope, and Michael Miller, Jr., all of who had voted for
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B r ic k d a le . S ix  members who had n o t been p rese n t on the
11th appeared on the 18th. Also present was a deputation
of merchants who traded with America but who were not
members of the Society. The deputation included Henry
Mallard, Cruger's business partner. Cruger was not present
at either meeting. He was in London preparing for the
opening of Parliament and readying his defense against
22
Brickdale*s challenge of the election.
The Hall passed a motion to petition Commons by 
a vote of 25 to 9. With the tactical withdrawal of nine 
members and the addition of six others, only one vote had 
switched during the debate on the 18th in order to change 
the outcome of the voting from 19 to 18 in the negative on 
11 January to 25 to 9 in the affirmative on 18 January.
The Venturers may have officially petitioned the Commons 
for a solution to their problems but the membership was 
more divided on the question than the vote total would 
indicate.
The petition itself, drafted by Burke, was far 
from a dynamic plea for reconciliation. It merely pointed 
out that Bristol merchants traded with North America, that 
the West Indies were also an important market which depended 
on the continental colonies for supplies, and that African 
trade depended upon both the West Indian and American 
markets. The petitioners were of the opinion that certain 
acts of Parliament had disrupted the trade during the prior 
ten years. The petition looked back to the times before the
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disruption as the preferred system of commercial policies
but they expressly did not recommend "any particular mode
of relief to this house in whose wisdom they placed the 
23most unreserved confidence." With friends like the 
Bristol Merchant Venturers, the Americans needed few 
enemies.
On 18 January 1777, two years to the day after the 
Hall passed the petition to the Commons, the Society 
considered an address of congratulation to George III 
for his army's success in America. Thirty-two members were 
present. Fifteen of those members had been present at the 
two prior meetings on the American question. Eleven had 
not been present at either of the prior meetings. Eight 
of the eleven were new members. Most of them were sons or 
apprentices of the fine payers of the sixties. John 
Powell, who was admitted by fine in 1767, brought three of 
his sons to the meeting— all brand new members. Six 
members present at this meeting had been present on 11 Janu­
ary 1775 but had not returned on the 18th. All six of the 
members who had appeared on 18 January 1775 after missing 
the meeting on the 11th did not appear at this debate.
Along with them, thirteen members who had been at both 
prior meetings did not show. Partaking in this withdrawal 
from the contest were two Harfords, two Reeves, two 
Champions, and two Farrs. Richard Champion and Paul Farr 
remained behind to debate against the measure. Their only
allies appear to have been Henry and John Garnett, John
24Fisher Weare, and James Daltera.
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Farr and Champion were defeated before they 
started. The nine stalwarts of the king's cause rein­
forced by their six comrades who had avoided the conflict 
over the Commons petition, the three old timers, and 
the eight new members who rallied to the cause, had enough 
votes to stand off Farr and Champion if all their fair 
weather supporters had remained in the fight. The divi­
sion was 25 to 6 in the affirmative. One member present 
did not vote. Conceivably it was James Bonbonus. Long 
inactive in the Society, Bonbonus lived in the same house 
with James Daltera on Trinity Street in St. Augustine parish. 
Bonbonus and Daltera had served together as apprentices to 
James's father. Perhaps Bonbonus had come along at the 
insistance of his old friend. Seeing the cause as hope­
less, he avoided voting against the king and some customers 
of his brokerage firm. We do not know for certain who
cast the neutral vote because individual votes were not 
25recorded.
If he was consistent with his vote in the Council
chamber on the same day the neutral vote was not cast by 
26Isaac Bough. The roll call in the Council on a congratu­
latory address to George III was no more unexpected than 
the question being brought up in the Hall of Venturers. 
Richard Champion had been in correspondence with Burke about 
the matter. Burke wrote to Champion on 13 January and 
expressed the opinion that the proposed address was an 
attempt by the Tories to embarrass the city's opposition
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Members of Parliament. Burke concluded "The Tories we
cannot help. It will be madness and folly in the others
to suffer themselves to be overborne. You ought not
wait other or greater moments which may never be— and
the only times seem to be, when the Torys maneuver insults,
and may provoke the Whiggs...Attend for Gods sake to this 
27Business." Champion tried to rally Cruger's and Burke's 
supporters on the Council, but with as much luck as he 
had in the Hall. The Bristol Whigs, if that is what we 
can call them, employed the tactic of withdrawal in face 
of conflict.
There were twelve conspicuous absences from the 
Council when the vote was called. The empty places were 
not due to neglect of duty. The eleven absent members attend­
ed Chamber regularly before and after this meeting on 18 
January 1777. The tactic of absence had twice before 
delayed action on the question for lack of quorum. On the 
18th it did not work. For one thing,the city was in a 
panic because an arsonist or arsonists were active in the 
city. Rumor had it the arsonist was an American partisan.
If he were, he picked the wrong targets. Twice fires were
28set at the sugar house of Alderman Barnes in Lewin's Mead.
The Ameses, supporters of the Weare-Lewin's Mead faction 
which attempted to block the address, were also sugarbakers 
with a house very near to Barnes. Levi Ames apparently panic­
ed. He broke from his factional ties on the question of 
the address to George III; on the 18th Ames was present and 
voting. His fellow Presbyterians, Morgan Smith, Issac Baugh,
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Willaim Barnes, Edward Whatley, Edward Brice, Robert Gordon, 
John Merlot, and Andrew Pope, sat in the Chamber with Ames. 
Smith, Baugh, Barnes, and Whatley had already sided with 
the old Whigs and Tories in the 1774 election and so it 
was no surprise that they should support the king and 
his ministers. Their factional connections had already 
shifted away from the Weare-Lewin's Mead faction. Or it 
would be more accurate to say that the Weare-Lewin's Mead 
faction had separated itself away from the men whose prior 
inroads into the Council had made possible the entry of 
the individuals who coalesced into the Lewin's Mead faction. 
Brice had voted for Cruger and Burke, Gordon and Merlet had 
remained neutral, and Pope had split his votes between 
Brickdale and Cruger. The faction, made up primarily of 
their co-religionists, had been somewhat able to keep them 
in line in the election but on the American question there 
was no holding them. The two Weares, the three Farrs, and 
seven of their supporters could only stay away. The other 
eight abstentions cannot be considered as having been in 
protest; death, dislocations, and disinterest had eliminated 
those eight from regular participation in the Council.
The factional bonds of Ames, Brice, Gordon, and 
Merlot were far from dissolved. Later the same year, 
they all voted for Phillip Prothero, a fellow Presbyterian, 
in a showdown division on the election of a new council 
member. But we must backtrack a moment to illustrate how 
on local questions the Lewin's Mead faction was still viable.
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No vacancies in  th e  C o uncil developed f o r  over a
year after the Parliamentary election of October 1774.
In the summer of 1776 Jeremiah Ames and Issac Elton the 
29elder died. Burke took notice of the situation in a 
letter to the Duke of Portland. Burke wrote "We are but 
ballanced if so much in the Corporation; If we miss this 
opportunity, through the Laziness or abstinancy of one 
otherwise good man, It is over with us I fear, in the 
Corporation at least, for ever." In obvious exasperation 
he added, "These modern whiggs are strange people, upon my 
Conscience! If their ancestors were such we would have 
had no Liberty, no revolution, no Duke of Portland."30 
Burke considered the situation serious enough to warrant 
a trip to Bristol and he left Bristol a week before the 
roll call vote in the Council.
Those strange modern whigs had worked out a 
compromise in advance. The deceased Ames had been a Pres­
byterian; in his place John Farr was elected. John Harris 
replaced Elton; Harris' father, Thomas, was a councilor who 
voted in alignment with the Eltons. Both replacements were 
elected unanimously. The seniority system of promotion into 
the Aldermen still operated. Thomas Harris and Nathanial Foy, 
the last son of the Edward Foy family, moved up to Aldermen 
in place of Ames and Elton. Henry Bright was passed over 
because of ill health. He seldom appeared in the Council 
and he died late the next year.
Before Bright's death, two more vacancies developed.
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For many months, Samuel Webb and Samuel Sedgely had not 
attended meetings. Neither had appeared at the 18 January 
1777 meeting. Then in the summer of that year, Webb died 
and Sedgley resigned having relocated to Reading. In 
August it was the Lewin's Mead faction's turn to fill the 
first vacancy. Thomas Farr, the mayor, nominated William 
Weare's son, John Fisher Weare. By tradition nominations 
were made by the mayor, the aldermen- and sheriffs, and the 
common councilors. In most cases the mayor's nominee was 
elected and the aldermen's nominee rotated up to the mayor's 
nomination at the next election. J. F. Weare was elected 
unanimously. In September Thomas Farr, during the last 
month of his mayoralty, nominated John Cave whom the alder­
men and sheriffs had nominated in August. The aldermen 
and sheriffs, who were dominated by the old Whig and Tory 
faction, nominated Phillip Prothero, a man who was active 
in the Lewin's Mead chapel. But Prothero's former master, 
Mark Davis, had voted for Clare and Brickdale and perhaps 
the old Whigs and Tories thought some of the master's 
right thinking may have rubbed off. At any rate, the trade­
off between balanced factions appeared to be working on the 
local level.31
The Lewin's Mead men had other ideas. Burke, in a
letter to Richard Champion on 11 August 1777, provided us
with a hint that something was brewing. He wrote "I hear
with much pleasure of the Strength which the Whiggs by good
32management are likely to get in the Corporation..." When
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the vote was called on 11 September, Thomas Farr, along 
with his brother and his father, rejected his own nominee 
and voted for Prothero. The Farrs were supported by all 
the Lewin's Mead members in the Council except the three 
old Newcastle Whigs, Baugh, Barnes, and Whatley and the 
disenchanted Andrew Pope. All the Cruger-Burke supporters 
who remained on the Council lined up with the Presbyterians. 
Five ardent supporters of the old Whig-Tory faction were 
absent. Apparently by good management they were lulled into 
the false assumption that the compromise was operational 
and Cave would be elected unanimously.33
Brice, Ames, Gordon, and Merlot rallied to the
factional cause. The division was 17 to 12. If any three
of the four had sided with the king's men as they had in
January, Cave would have been elected. But on local issues
the faction was united. Ironically the new majority of one
in the Council which the Lewin's Mead faction enjoyed was
soon reversed. Richard and Thomas Farr withdrew from
participation on the Council after they attended one more
meeting. They were present on 15 September for the pro
forma election of John Durbin, Jr. to the mayoralty.
Neither appeared again. They were bankrupt. The monstrous
disruption of Bristol shipping, brought on by the American
Revolution, destroyed Richard/ Thomas, and Paul Farr financially 
34and politically.
Clearly Bristol politics in the 1770s operated at 
the local level on a factional basis. The response to
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questions on affairs outside the city also was divided 
largely along the lines of the interior structures. A 
faction of dissenters did exist and contemporaries did 
call them Whigs. There were merchants in this faction.
And this group did support the opposition candidates in the 
election of 1774. But a large Whig-dissenter-mercantile 
party from which the rebels in America could gain support 
did not exist. Most merchants of Bristol supported the 
status quo. Even those Venturers who passed a petition to 
Commons asking for reconciliatory policy towards the 
Americans did so only upon the temporary withdrawal of 
their opponents. The petition they passed was, at best, 
a call for a return to the good old days and did not even 
suggest a solution which might in some way be applicable 
to the contemporary situations. As the crisis deepened, 
the opposition faction of Presbyterians demonstrated 
a greater adhesion on local questions but splintered on 
the American question. The faction worked on the local level 
to achieve local goals; it could not cope with the larger 
questions.
The explanation for this dilemma is to be found 
in the reasons for-the factional structures. Men who 
achieved economic power and its coralative social status, 
also wished to enjoy the political power which by reason of 
continuity ought to accompany their wealth and social 
standing. If one is born or bred into the group in the 
community that has access to the political decision process,
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one tends to agree with the status quo. Those individuals 
who have the attributes of wealth and status but no power 
tend to be in opposition. Power structures tend to coopt 
those members of the opposition who have certain acceptable 
credentials of wealth or position, particularly when the 
structure does not perpetuate itself internally. Thereafter, 
the new men as well as the old guard wish to perpetuate their 
access to power. The process of perpetuation sometimes 
puts the old and the new back in opposing positions but still 
within the power structure. There can be two kinds of 
opponents to the old wielders of power: the outsiders 
who want in and the new insider and his offspring attempt­
ing to solidify their gains. The old guard may revert 
to cooption of the outsider to find new allies within the 
structure. Thus the process of factionilization moves into 
a third level of complexity.
The outsider is not a disbeliever in the basic 
values of the power structure. It is his basic adherence 
to those values which motivates him to want to share in 
the power. When he gains the level of power to which his 
other attributes give him a right to attain, he will 
attempt to perpetuate both the basic values and his status 
within the system based upon those values.
An attribute of power and a basic tool of perpet­
uation is the control of patronage. To be able to place 
friends and relatives in positions is to have power. To have 
a solid base of dependent placemen in one's control is to 
solidify one's position. If the level of one's power does
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not include the direct control of the patronage system, 
the next best position is to support the man who does 
have control. Thus the less powerful man is in the 
circumstance to ask the more powerful to convey positions 
on the less powerful's friends and relatives, thereby 
reinforcing the powers of both the greater and the lesser.
To apply such a scheme to Bristol,the example of 
the Farrs would be useful. Richard Farr was an outsider, 
the son of a wealthy ropemaker. Ropemakers did not come 
to power in Bristol. At that time a faction within the 
Society of Merchant Venturers sought new men with wealth 
and status to reinforce their position; Farr bought into 
the Society. Circumstances again proved fortunate for 
Farr. The same faction and his new merchant status gained 
him entry into the city Council. Richard Farr was not 
alone. Other men of similar backgrounds entered the 
political power structure at the same time in a similar 
way. Some of them, along with Farr, set about to perpetu­
ate their status by placing sons, relatives, and apprentices 
in the Council. The old guard temporarily could not rein­
force their position internally. They turned outside once 
again and coopted men who were in opposition. Many of 
those men had followed the route of Farr through the Merchant 
Venturers but they did not agree with Farr on political issues. 
Or to express it more precisely, they did not agree with 
their contemporaries who had been born or bred into Farr's 
group in the power structure. Thereby the faction of Lewin's
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Mead (Farr's faction) and the faction of the old guard 
Whig and Tories came into being.
To perpetuate their power, the factions did not 
need just to bring supporters onto the Council. They 
needed their "Pensiones of Exise and Customs." In 1754 
the old Whigs and their yet faithful new Whig supporters 
elected a man of connections, Robert Nugent, to Parliament.
He rose to be Chairman of the Board of Trade and was able to 
acquire positions for many, if not most, of the customs 
officials of Bristol. The Farrs, through 1774, enjoyed the 
benefit of Nugent's power. Paul Farr was on Nugent's 
campaign committee until Nugent withdrew from the field.
TheFarrs understood power and Paul was among the first to 
approach Richard Champion as to the possibilities of Burke's 
standing and Farr's chances of shifting his and his family 
interests to Burke. The elder Farr was a little slower to 
comprehend the shift of the family's interest than his sons, 
but he came around in a short time. The Farrs were at the 
apex of power when disaster cut them down.
Richard Champion took the first step into the Bris­
tol power structure with his purchased membership to the 
Venturers during the 1760s. But Champion remained an outsider 
to the political structure. As a Quaker, he did not have 
the background to become a Tory. He turned to Burke, a 
leading spokesmen of the Whig opposition. Champion believed 
in "the Whig cause on both sides of the Atlantic."35 But he, 
along with many contemporaries and their descendents, did not
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understand the whig cause on both sides of the Atlantic.
The whig cause in which Champion believed was the ideology 
of eighteenth century English opposition. Those men in the 
English empire who did not enjoy the power to which their 
economic status entitled them were whigs. This ideology 
was not the Whiggism of Newcastle but the Whiggism of 
John Adams and Edmund Burke.
The problem between the Adamses and Burkes was 
their similar striving for power. They both opposed the 
king's ministers but both wanted the power of the king's 
ministers for themselves. They thought themselves allies 
in the cause of liberty but in reality they sought the 
same power over an empire or at least a part of the empire. 
They both used the same words of the opposition ideology 
but they wanted the same status and position. For the 
Adamses to achieve their goal they had to get rid of the 
Burkes as well as the king's ministers. For the Burkes 
to gain their ends they must control their nation as well 
as the Adamses in the empire. The words of opposition 
only confused the real issue. The real issue was the 
acquisition of power in accordance with wealth— the real 
goal of both sides.
Burke ran errands for Champion but he could not 
deliver power and position to Champion or Bristol. The 
city drifted through the crisis with its leadership split 
over power and in 1781 turned out Burke and Cruger. Bristol 
was after power, not opposition rhetoric.
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The principal theme of this examination of eight­
eenth century Bristol is the factional nature of local poli­
tics. Moulded by familial ties, master-apprentice bonds, 
and religious association, the factional divisions in the 
local council affected not only local questions but over­
flowed into the decision process on national and imperial 
questions which occasionally confronted the city. Even 
when faced with an issue of the magnitude of a colonial 
revolt which had dire economic consequences for the city 
and for the mercantile-political elite of the community in 
particular, the mechanism which created the factions and 
perpetuated them held sway over most members of the Cor­
poration.
That an eighteenth century English political body 
should operate along factional alliances comes as no sur­
prise to any reader of recent studies of the period. It 
does, however, answer the rather simplistic question with 
which this study was begun— why did English merchants 
appear to be unable to unite upon a position regarding 
the American colonial revolt? Why disunity in the face of 
economic losses which could result from the outbreak of 
hostilities and the prolongation of the conflict? The 
answer is the mechanism that fed the factional structure.
The mechanism might be called generational emersion. 
Simply defined it means men came into office and power from
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positions prepared by their fathers and grandfathers.
While a Bristolian came to office according to career 
patterns to which most of his contemporaries adhered, the 
ability of an individual to conform to the pattern rested 
largely upon a foundation of wealth and social attributes 
laid down by at least one prior generation. In the con­
struction of political credentials, networks of relation­
ships— familial, social, and economic— were created.
Those relationships manifested themselves in 
the political allegiances of the office-holder whom the 
relationships produced. If the network of relationships 
responsible for the foundation of an individual's wealth 
and standing tied into the backgrounds of the men whose 
political affiliation dominated the power structure at the 
time of the individual's emergence, that individual coal­
esced with that affiliation and attempted to perpetuate 
its dominance. If, on the other hand, an individual stemmed 
from relationships which differed from the dominant 
faction, he normally espoused an opposition stance. When 
circumstances were such that the dominant faction did not 
generate sufficient numbers of qualified men to fill the 
available offices, qualified members of the opposition found 
opportunities to enter the power structure. Once into office 
the opposition sought to reinforce their new status by 
gaining offices for men who shared their backgrounds.
The term "opposition," in this context, does not 
connote confrontations regarding basic tenets of the
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society. The function of property in sustaining the 
hierarchal order of the society was never questioned.
Targets of the opposition included those facets of the 
social order which resisted the participation of those who 
had accumulated the wealth which justified higher roles in 
the hierarchy. Addditionally, when and if the opponent 
entered the power structure, he gained dominance through 
the cooption of other men of similar background. Then new 
men whose financial and social foundations lay in a different 
network of relationships took over the role of opposition. 
These new men oftimes drew upon the ideology of the pre­
viously dominant faction.
This process of generational emersion, however, did 
not exist in the abstract. It functioned in the context of 
a place and time. The particular workings of the process 
were dictated by the twists and turns and timing of the 
circumstances of the process. The key interrelationship 
between the developments of the process and the particular 
circumstances of the locale and the period was the 
availability or lack of opportunities to produce the founda­
tions upon which individuals could base their ascensions 
into office. Thus we have reviewed the socio-economic 
structures and fluctuations and political institutions which 
constituted the circumstances of this particular series of 
Bristol generational emersions. Through that long, long 
chain of events, the mechanism of generational emersion 
sustained the factional nature of Bristol politics. Within
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the 1760s the process intensified the divisions. In the 
1770s the fragmented Council and merchant guild lamely 
responded to the troubles in the American sector of the 
empire.
The Anglo-American empire provided Bristol with 
its greatest overseas trading region and its greatest 
political crisis. The expanding economies of the empire 
sustained both the strength of the colonial markets and 
the turmoil of colonial politics. The expanding economies 
on both sides of the Atlantic fed upon each other. The 
ability of the colonies to sell in greater and greater amounts 
to the home islands, enabled them in turn to consume 
greater and greater amounts of British products. The 
expanding exchange produced wealth on both sides of the 
Atlantic. The increased levels of wealth among those 
Britains and Americans who benefited from the exchange 
resulted in a conflict over the political power which 
ought to have been generated by the new wealth.
In accordance with the contemporary concept of 
Anglo-America constitutionality, the man of means was 
entitled to the power to control his affairs. Power was not 
just participation in or influence over the decision process 
but included the ability to place dependents in remunerative 
positions. The expanding empire of the seventeenth and 
eighteenth centuries had not only provided opportunities to 
found new fortunes or increase old ones: colonial administra­
tion also provided the places with which to satisfy the 
demands for power based on the new wealth.
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Manipulation of the apportionment of positions 
within the United Kingdoms and the empire proved a useful 
tool for British ministers, noteably the Duke of Newcastle, 
for currying support from individuals and factions whose 
wealth generated unfulfilled aspirations for power. Ameri­
can colonials with the proper connections to the proper pol­
itical families in the mother country enjoyed the benefits 
of the trade off of offices for support of the ministry in 
Parliament. The crisis arose when expanding wealth at home 
and in the empire placed too much demand on the system.
Wealthy colonials who did not enjoy the fulfillment of 
their aspirations for the power which according to the norms 
of the period ought to have been theirs, adopted and 
magnified the ideology of those English men whose similar 
aspirations had not been fulfilled.
An irony of the imperial crisis of the 1770s 
lies in this supposed alliance between the English and 
American "New Whigs." The two groups certainly perceive 
each other as allies. They rallied round each other's cause 
in the preliminary rounds of the American revolt. The irony 
was in the fact that both parties sought the same power 
in the empire for themselves. They both strained the 
system of power and patronage beyond its ability to success­
fully function within one imperial system. The crisis which 
confronted Bristol did not originate in the attempts of a 
stable, staid aristocracy to restrain an unstable, strident 
democracy. The conflict arose between two expanding, changing
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societies bound together in an imperial system inadequate 
to accomodate the demands for power and status commensurate 
with the personal wealth generated within the empire.
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12 2 0.6 0.7 0.7
16 4 1.3 1.4 2.0
18 5 1.6 1.7 3.7
20 5 1.6 1.7 5.4
24 4 1.3 1.4 6.8
26 1 0.3 0.3 7.1
28 18 5.8 6.1 13.2
30 3 1.0 1.0 14.2
32 5 1.6 1.7 15.9
36 10 3.2 3.4 19.3
40 14 4.5 4.7 24.1
42 3 1.0 1.0 25.1
48 13 4.2 4.4 29.5
54 16 5.2 5.4 34.9
56 12 3.9 4.1 39.0
60 9 2.9 3.1 42.0
62 2 0.6 0.7 42.7
64 2 0.6 0.7 43.4
66 9 2.9 3.1 46.4
68 3 1.0 1.0 47.5
72 15 4.9 5.1 52.5
78 4 1.3 1.4 53.9
80 4 1.3 1.4 55.3
84 12 3.9 4.1 59.3
86 1 0.3 0.3 59.7
87 1 0.3 0.3 60.0
88 2 0.6 0.7 60.7
90 2 0.6 0.7 61.4
92 1 0.3 0.3 61.7
96 20 6.5 6.8 68.5
97 1 0.3 0.3 68.8
100 2 0.6 0.7 69.5
102 1 0.3 0.3 69.8
104 2 0.6 0.7 70.5
108 8 2.6 2.7 73.2
110 1 0.3 0.3 73.6
112 3 1.0 1.0 74.6
118 1 0.3 0.3 74.9
120 3 1.0 1.0 75.9
122 1 0.3 0.3 76.3
124 1 0.3 0.3 76.6
128 1 0.3 0.3 76.9














132 2 0.6 0.7 77.6
134 1 0.3 0.3 78.0
136 1.0 1.0 79.0
140 1.0 1.0 80.0
143 1 0.3 0.3 80.3
144 1.6 1.7 82.0
146 1 0.3 0.3 82.4
150 0.6 0.7 83.1
156 3 1.0 1.0 84.1
160 1.0 1.0 85.1
168 7 2.3 2.4 87.5
172 1 0.3 0.3 87.8
176 1.0 1.0 88.8
180 1 0.3 0.3 89.2
184 0.6 0.7 89.8
190 1 0.3 0.3 90.2
192 3 1.0 1.0 91.2
198 1 0.3 0.3 91.5
200 0.6 0.7 92.2
204 4 1.3 1.4 93.6
208 0.6 0.7 94.2
216 1 0.3 0.3 94.6
232 1 0.3 0.3 94.9
240 1.0 1.0 95.9
264 3 1.0 1.0 96.9
276 1 0.3 0.3 97.3
282 1 0.3 0.3 97.6
294 1 0.3 0.3 98.0
312 1.0 1.0 99.0
324 1 0.3 0.3 99.3
480 1 0.3 0.3 99.7
780 1 0.3 0.3 100.0
Not Taxed 10 3.2 Missing 100.0
Void 1 0.3 Missing 100.0
New Built 3 1.0 Missing 100.0
TOTAL 309 100.0 100.0 100.0
STATISTICS:
MEAN 94.29 STD ERROR 4.59 MEDIAN 72.50
MODE 96.00 STD DEV 78.90 VARIANCE 6225.40
KURT 20.34 SKEWNESS 3.28 RANGE 768.00
MINI 12.00 MAXIMUM 780.00 SUM 27815.00
VALID OBSERVATIONS: 295 MISSING OBSERVATIONS: 14
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Table A2
Lorenz Distribution in Five Percent Aggregations 
St. Augustine's Parish Tax List, 1722
The Gini Index 0. 3913 
The Sample Size is 295
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Tax Assessment Frequencies
ib le  A3 S t . A u g u stin e 's  P a ris h , 1739
Value Absolute Relative Adjusted Cumulative
(Pence) Frequency Frequency Frequency Adj Freq
________________________ (Percent) (Percent)______(Percent)
12 22 5.6 6.0 6.0
16 1 0.3 0.3 6.3
18 2 0.5 0.5 6.8
24 35 8.8 9.5 16.3
30 1 0.3 0.3 16.6
36 36 9.1 9.8 26.4
38 1 0.3 0.3 26.6
42 4 1.0 1.1 27.7
44 1 0.3 0.3 28.0
48 54 13.6 14.7 42.7
50 1 0.3 0.3 42.9
51 1 0.3 0.3 43.2
52 2 0.5 0.5 43.7
54 3 0.8 0.8 44.6
57 1 0.3 0.3 44.8
60 10 2.5 2.7 47.6
66 1 0.3 0.3 47.8
72 37 9.3 10.1 57.9
75 1 0.3 0.3 58.2
78 13 3.3 3.5 61.7
80 1 0.3 0.3 62.0
81 3 0.8 0.8 62.8
84 16 4.0 4.3 67.1
86 1 0.3 0.3 67.4
90 5 1.3 1.4 68.7
92 1 0.3 0.3 69.0
96 30 7.6 8.2 77.2
102 5 1.3 1.4 78.5
104 6 1.5 1.6 80.2
108 11 2.8 3.0 83.2
114 1 0.3 0.3 83.4
118 1 0.3 0.3 83.7
120 12 3.0 3.3 87.0
132 4 1.0 1.1 88.0
144 2 0.5 0.5 88.6
156 2 0.5 0.5 89.1
168 7 1.8 1.9 91.0
172 1 0.3 0.3 91.3
174 1 0.3 0.3 91.6
180 5 1.3 1.4 92.9
183 1 0.3 0.3 93.2
186 1 0.3 0.3 93.5
192 1 0.3 0.3 93.7
204 1 0.3 0.3 94.0
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
282
Table A3 continued
Value Absolute Relative Adjusted Cumulative





















































































































VALID OBSERVATIONS: 368 MISSING OBSERVATIONS: 28
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Table A4
Lorenz Distribution in Five Percent Aggregations 
St. Augustine's Parish Tax List, 1739
The Gini Index is 0.4065 
The Sample Size is 368
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Tax Assessment Frequencies 
Table A5 St. Augustine's Parish, 1759
Value Absolute Relative Adjusted 





45 10 2.7 2.9 2.9
53 69 18.5 19.7 22.6
60 24 6.4 6.9 29.4
68 3 0.8 0.9 30.3
75 57 15.3 16.3 46.6
90 30 8.0 8.6 55.1
98 2 0.5 0.6 55.7
105 17 4.6 4.9 60.6
113 4 1.1 1.1 61.7
120 23 6.2 6.6 68.3
128 2 0.5 0.6 68.9
135 10 2.7 2.9 71.7
143 1 0.3 0.3 72.0
150 26 7.0 7.4 79.4
173 1 0.3 0.3 79.7
180 1 0.3 0.3 80.0
188 25 6.7 7.1 87.1
195 3 0.8 0.9 88.0
225 19 5.1 5.4 93.4
240 1 0.3 0.3 93.7
263 1 0.3 0.3 94.0
270 1 0.3 0.3 94.3
300 5 1.3 1.4 95.7
301 1 0.3 0.3 96.0
323 1 0.3 0.3 96.3
338 1 0.3 0.3 96.6
345 1 0.3 0.3 96.9
375 10 2.7 2.9 99.7
428 1 0.3 0.3 100.0
Not Taxed 18 4.9 Missing 100.0
Void 5 1.3 Missing 100.0
New Built 0 0.0 Missing 100.0
TOTALS 373 100.0 100.0 100.0
STATISTICS:
MEAN 117.83 STD ERROR 4.16 MEDIAN 87.00
MODE 53.00 STD DEV 77.89 VARIANCE 6067.36
KURT 2.69 SKEWNESS 1.69 RANGE 383.00
MINI 45.00 MAXIMUM 428.00 SUM 41239.00
VALID OBSERVATIONS: 350 MISSING OBSERVATIONS: 23
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Table A6
Lorenz Distribution in Five Percent Aggregations 
St. Augustine's Parish Tax List, 1759
The Gini Index is 0.3309 
The Sample Size is 350
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Tax Assessment Frequencies



































































































































































































































♦Adjusted for inflation by constant of 2.4.
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Lorenz Distribution in Five Percent Aggregations 
St. Augustine's Parish Tax List, 1776
The Gini Index is 0.3496 
The Sample Size is 403
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APPENDIX B
Numbers of Stable and Unstable Households 
According to Sex of Householder,
Table B1 St. Augustine's Parish, 1722
Firms or
No ID Male Female Partners Total Percent
Stable 2 106 67 7 182 58.9
Unstable 3 90 33 1 127 41.1
Totals 5 196 100 8 309
Percent 1.6 63.4 32.4 2.6
Table B2





Low Middle High Total
Stable 108 51 22 181
Unstable 74 26 14 114
Totals 182 77 36 295
Percent 61.7 26.1 12.2
MISSING OBSERVATIONS: 14
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Numbers of Stable and Unstable Households 
According to Sex of Householder,
Table B3 St. Augustine’s Parish, 1739
Firms or
No ID Male Female Partners Total Percent
Stable 0 117 44 0 161 40.7
Unstable 5 175 53 2 235 59.3
Totals 5 292 97 2 396
Percent 4.3 73.7 24.5 0.5
Table B4
Numbers of Stable and Unstable 




Low Middle High Total
Stable 89 46 22 157
Unstable 142 47 22 211
Totals 231 93 44 368
Percent 62.8 25.3 12.0
MISSING OBSERVATIONS: 28
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Numbers of Stable and Unstable Households 
According to Sex of Householder,
Table B5 St. Augustine's Parish, 1759
No ID Male Female Total Percent
Stable 1 166 55 222 59.5
Unstable 29 104 18 151 40.5
Totals 30 270 73 373
Percent 8.0 72.4 19.6
Numbers of Stable and Unstable: Households
in Tax Groups,
Table B6 St. Augustine's Parish, 1759
Low Middle High Total
Stable 122 53 28 203
Unstable 90 40 17 147
Totals 212 93 45 350
Percent 60.6 26.6 12.9
MISSING OBSERVATIONS: 23
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Number of Stable and Unstable Households 
According to Sex of Householder,
St. Augustine's Parish, 1776
No ID Male Female Firms Total Percent
Stable 0 58 23 1 82 2.0
Unstable 6 258 62 3 329 8.0
Totals 6 316 85 4 411
Percent 1.4 76.9 20.7 1.0
Number of Stable and Unstable Households 
in Tax Groups,
St. Augustine's Parish, 1776
Low Middle High
Stable 37 34 8
Unstable 202 76 46
Total 239 110 54
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APPENDIX C
Number of Households in Tax Groups 



















































































Number of Householders in Tax Groups 
According to Stability and Sex, 
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Number of Householders in Tax Groups 
According to Stability and Sex, 
Table C3 St. Augustine's Parish, 1759
Hales
Stable Unstable Total
LOW 93 56 149
Middle 40 31 71
High 18 15 33




Low 29 10 39
Middle 12 6 18
High 10 2 12











Middle 1 3 4
Totals 1 27 28
Percent 3.6 96.4
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Number of Households in Tax Groups 
According to Stability and Sex, 


















































Firms and Partnerships 
Stable Unstable
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APPENDIX D
Number of Householders on Streets, 
by Sex of Householder,
Table Dl St. Augustine's Parish, 1722
No ID Male Female Firms Total
St. A's Back 0 30 11 0 41
College green 1 39 27 0 67
Pipe & Trenchard 1 18 12 0 31
Horse St. 0 27 13 1 41
Trinity St. 0 1 3 0 4
Orchard St. 0 5 0 0 5
Limekiln Lane 3 29 13 4 49
Frog Lane 0 35 11 3 49
The Butts 0 5 3 0 8
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Number of Householders on Streets, 
by Sex of Householder,












College Green 1 34 13 0 48
Pipe & Trenchard 0 17 8 0 25
Horse Street 1 25 6 0 32
Trinity Street 0 28 3 0 31
Orchard Street 0 17 2 0 19
Limekiln Lane 0 29 6 0 35
Frog Lane 1 33 16 1 51
The Butts 0 13 2 1 16
Under the Bank 0 10 8 0 18
Mark Lane 0 2 1 0 3
Hanover Street 0 5 0 0 5
Lower Green 0 13 6 0 19
Denmark Street 2 14 1 0 17
Stoney Hill 0 11 7 0 18
Princess A's Ct 0 4 3 0 7
Totals 5 292 97 2 396
Percent 1.3 73.7 24.5 0.5 100.0
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Number of Householders on Streets, 
by Sex of Householder,
Table D3 St. Augustine's Parish, 1759
No ID Male Female Firms Total
St. A's Back 4 38 12 0 54
College Green 2 26 13 0 41
Pipe & Trenchard 1 20 3 0 24
Horse Street 7 21 5 0 33
Trinity Street 1 22 8 0 31
Orchard Street 1 14 6 0 21
Limekiln Lane 2 17 2 0 21
Frog Lane 1 26 7 0 34
The Butts 4 16 0 0 20
Under the Bank 3 7 2 0 12
Mark Lane 0 1 1 0 2
Hanover Street 0 10 4 0 14
Lower Green 2 12 4 0 18
Denmark Street 2 13 2 0 17
Stoney Hill 0 20 1 0 21
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Number of Householders on Streets, 
by Sex of Householder,
Table D4 St. Augustine's Parish, 1776
No ID Male Female Firms Total
St. A's Back 1 38 9 1 49
College Green 0 27 16 0 43
Pipe & Trenchard 0 15 3 0 18
Horse Street 2 16 2 0 20
Trinity Street 1 23 7 0 31
Orchard Street 0 16 4 0 20
Limekiln Lane 0 18 3 1 21
Frog Lane 0 15 8 0 23
The Butts 1 19 5 1 26
Under the Bank 0 7 4 2 13
Mark Lane 0 3 0 0 3
Hanover Street 0 14 2 0 16
Lower Green 0 12 3 0 15
Denmark Street 0 18 1 0 19
Stoney Hill 1 17 4 0 22
Unity Street 0 7 3 0 10
Park Lane 0 14 4 0 18
Culver Street 0 8 4 0 12
Wells Street 0 7 3 0 10
College Street 0 15 0 0 15
Brandon Hill 0 7 0 0 7
Total 6 316 85 4 411
Percent 1.5 76.9 20.7 1.0
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APPENDIX E
Number of Households on Streets 
According to Tax Groups, 
Table El St. Augustine's Parish, 1722
St. A's Back 21 13 5 39 0 0 2
College Green 24 20 18 62 0 0 5
Pipe & Trenchard 22 8 0 30 0 0 1
Horse St. 24 14 2 40 1 0  0
Trinity St. 1 2  1 4  0 0 0
Orchard St. 0 2 0 2 0 3 0
Limekiln Lane 33 10 5 48 0 0 1
Frog Lane 40 5 3 48 0 0 1
The Butts 3 3 2 8 0 0 0
Under the Bank 14 0 0 14 0 0 0
Total 182 77 36 295 1 3 10
Percent 61.7 26.1 12.2
NUMBER OF MISSING OBSERVATIONS: 14







Number of Households on Streets 
According to Tax Groups, 




0 •H •H O 0a X tH >
St. A's Back 24 19 6 49 2
College Green 8 14 22 44 4
Pipe & Trenchard 22 2 0 24 1
Horse Street 22 8 0 30 2
Trinity Street 4 21 4 29 2
Orchard Street 5 12 2 19 0
Limekiln Lane 28 1 5 34 1
Frog Lane 44 4 0 48 2
The Butts 10 3 2 15 1
Under the Bank 16 1 0 17 1
Mark Lane 2 0 1 3 0
Hanover Street 0 0 0 0 0
Lower Green 15 2 1 18 1
Denmark Street 11 2 0 13 1
Stoney Hill 13 4 1 18 0
Princess A's Ct. 7 0 0 7 0
Total 231 93 44 368 18
Percent 62.8 25.3 12.0 100.0
MISSING OBSERVATIONS: 28
Note: All properties on Hanover St., New Built and No Tax.





























Number of Households on Streets 
According to Tax Groups, 





St. A's Back 31 15
College Green 6 8
Pipe & Trenchard 20 0
Horse Street 30 0
Trinity Street 4 27
Orchard Street 6 13
Limekiln Lane 11 5
Frog Lane 23 4
The Butts 15 5
Under the Bank 12 0
Mark Street 2 0
Hanover Street 14 0
Lower Green 11 4
Denmark Street 13 3
Stoney Hill 14 3
Unity Street 0 6
Total 212 93
Percent 60.6 26.6
& iHid •o uO' +> •H 0
o o 0X Eh > CM
6 52 1 1
26 40 1 0
0 20 0 4
0 30 2 1
0 31 0 0
2 21 0 0
1 17 1 3
0 27 0 7
0 20 0 0
0 12 0 0
0 2 0 0
0 14 0 0
3 18 0 0
1 17 0 0
2 19 0 2
4 10 0 0
45 350 5 18
12.9
NUMBER OF MISSING OBSERVATIONS: 23
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Number of Households on Streets 
According to Tax Groups, 
Table E4 St. Augustine's Parish, 1776
St. A's Back 31 14
College Green 6 17
Pipe & Trenchard 18 0
Horse Street 15 5
Trinity Street 5 22
Orchard Street 4 16
Limekiln Lane 14 4
Frog Lane 21 2
The Butts 19 3
Under the Bank 11 1
Mark Lane 2 1
Hanover Street 16 0
Lower Green 7 5
Denmark Street 17 0
Stoney Hill 12 6
Unity Street 0 4
Park Street 0 7
Culver Street 12 0
Wells Street 10 0
College Street 13 2
Brandon Hill 6 1
Total 239 110
Percent 59.3 27.3
4 49 0 0
19 42 1 0
0 18 0 0
0 20 0 0
3 30 1 0
0 20 0 0
3 21 0 0
0 23 0 0
3 25 1 0
1 13 0 0
0 3 0 0
0 16 0 0
1 13 1 1
2 19 0 0
2 20 2 0
6 10 0 0
10 17 1 0
0 12 0 0
0 10 0 0
0 15 0 0
0 7 0 0
54 403 7 1
13.4







Number of Householders on Streets 
According to Stability,
Table E5 St. Augustine's Parish, 1722
Stable Unstable Total
St. A's Back 23 18 41
College Green 41 26 67
Pipe & Trenchard 16 15 31
Horse St. 28 13 41
Trinity St. 0 4 4
Orchard St. 0 5 5
Limekiln Lane 34 15 49
Frog Lane 28 21 49
The Butts 4 4 8
Under the Bank 8 6 14
Totals 182 127 309
Percent 58.9 41.1
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Number of Households on Streets 
According to Stability,
Table E6 St. Augustine's Parish, 1739
Stable Unstable Total
St. A's Back 22 30 52
College Green 19 29 48
Pipe & Trenchard 16 9 25
Horse Street 17 15 32
Trinity Street 15 16 31
Orchard Street 7 12 19
Limekiln Lane 12 23 35
Frog Lane 23 28 51
The Butts 7 9 16
Under the Bank 6 12 18
Nark Lane 0 3 3
Hanover Street 0 5 5
Lower Green 8 11 19
Denmark Street 2 15 17
Stoney Hill 4 14 18
Princess A's Ct. 3 4 7
Totals 161 235 396
Percent 40.7 59.3 100.0
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Number of Households on Streets 
According to Stability,
St. Augustine's Parish, 1759
St. A's Back 
College Green 
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Number of Households on Streets 
According to Stability/ 
Table E8 St. Augustine's Parish, 1776
Stable Unstable Total
St. A's Back 14 35 49
College Green 7 36 43
Pipe & Trenchard 5 13 18
Horse Street 8 12 20
Trinity Street 6 25 31
Orchard Street 9 11 20
Limekiln Lane 2 19 21
Frog Lane 7 16 23
The Butts 4 22 26
Under the Bank 3 10 13
Mark Lane 0 3 3
Hanover Street 3 13 16
Lower Green 5 10 15
Denmark Street 1 18 19
Stoney Hill 6 16 22
Unity Street 1 9 10
Park Street 0 18 18
Culver Street 1 11 12
Wells Street 0 10 10
College Street 0 15 15
Brandon Hill 0 7 7
Totals 82 329 411
Percent 20.0 80.0
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APPENDIX F
Number o f  Householders in  Occupation C a teg ories
in  Tax Groups on Each S t r e e t ,
F I  S t .  A u g u stin e 's  P a ris h , 1922
St. A's Back
Low 2 1 1  1 2 1 2  10
Middle 0 0 1  1 3 0 0  5
High 0 0 0  0 1 0 1  2
Total 2 1 2  2 6 1 3  17
College Green
Low 4 0 1 0  2 1 0  1 2  11
Middle 0 0 0 1 1 1 0  0 0  3
High 0 2 0 0 2 0 5 0 0  9
Total 4 2 1 1  5 2 5  1 2  23
Pipe & Trenchard
Low 1 1 1 0  2 5
Middle 1 2  0 1 0  4
High 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 2 3 1 1 2  9
Horse St.
Low 2 1 0 5 1 1 0 2 12
Middle 0 0 2 1 2 0 1 0 6
High 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 2
Total 2 1 2 6 3 1 2 3 20
Trinity St.
Middle 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Orchard St.
Middle 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 2
Cow & Limekiln
Low 1 1 0 0 1 0 5 1 9
Middle 0 0 0 0 1 2 1 0 4
High 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
Total 1 1 0 0 3 2 6 1 14
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Under the Bank 
Low 0
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Number o f Householders in  Occupation C ateg ories
in  Tax Groups on Each S t r e e t ,
T ab le  F2 S t . A u g u stin e 's  P a ris h , 1739
St. A's Back
Low 2 2 2 0 0 0 1  0 0  7
Middle 0 1 1 3 1 1 1  0 2  10
High 0 0 0 1 0 0 0  2 1  4
Total 2 3 3 4 1 1 2  2 3  21
College Green
Low l o 0 0 0 1 2
Middle l l 0 1 0  3 6
High o 2 2 0 7 2 13
Total 2 3 2 1 7 6 21
Pipe & Trenchard
Low i 1 1 1 4
Middle o 0 0 0 0
High o 0 0 0 0
Total l 1 1 1 4
Horse St.
Low 2 1 1 2 1  1 2  10
Middle o 0 0 1 1  0 0  2
Total 2 1 1 3 2  1 2  12
Trinity St.
Middle 0 1 4 1 5  11
High 1 0 0 0 2 3
Total 1 1  4 1 7  14
Orchard St.
Low 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
Middle 0 1 1 1 0  4 7
High 1 0 0 0 0 1 2
Total
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Tab le  F2 continued
Limekiln Lane
Low 1 3 2 1 1 8
High 1 1 1  0 0 3
Total 2 4 3 1 1 11
Frog Lane
Low 4 4 0 2 1 2 13
Middle 0 0 1 0 0 1 2
Total 4 4 1 2 1 3 15
The Butts
Low 1 2 0 2 0 5
Middle 0 0 1 0 0 1
High 0 0 0 1 1 2
Total 1 2  1 3 1 8
Under the Bank
Low 1 1 0  2
Middle 0 0 1 1
Total 1 1 1  3
Lower Green
Low 1 1  1 2  1 6
Middle 0 1 0 0 1 2
Total 1 2  1 2  2 8
Denmark
Low 1 2  1 1 1 6
Middle 0 0 1 0 1 2
Total 1 2  2 1 2  8
Stoney Hill
Low 1 2 0 0 3
Middle 0 0 1 1  2
Total 1 2  1 1  5








Number o f  Householders in  Occupation C a teg o ries
in  Tax Groups on Each S t r e e t ,
Tab le  F3 S t .  A u g u s tin e 's  P a ris h , 1759
St. A's Back
Low 2 1 0 4 0 1 7 1 0 0 16
Middle 0 0 3 0 1 1 3 0 0 1 9
High 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 3
Total 2 1 3 5 1 3 10 1 1 1 28
College Green
Low 0 0 0 1 0 0 1
Middle 0 0 1 1 0 0 2
High 1 2 0 0 8 3 14
Total 1 2 1 2 8 3 17
Pipe & Trenchard
Low 0 0 1 1 0 0 7 1 0 0 0 10
Horse Street
Low 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 5
Trinity Street
Low 0 0 2 0 0 0 2
Middle 4 1 4 4 1 1 15
Total 4 1 6 4 1 1 17
Orchard Street
Low 0 0 0 2 0 0 2
Middle 1 0 2 2 3 1 9
High 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
Total 1 1 2 4 3 1 12
Limekiln Lane
Low 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 5
Middle 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 4
High 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
Total 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 2 10
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T ab le  F3 continued
Frog Lane
Low 2 1 0 3 1 1 0 8
Middle 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 2
Total 2 1 1 3 1 1 1 10
The Butts
Low 2 3 1 6
Middle 1 3 0 4
Total 3 6 1 10
Under the Bank
Low 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
Mark Lane
Low 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Hanover Street
Low 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 3
Lower Green
Low 1 3 2 0 6
Middle 0 1 0 2 3
High 0 2 0 0 2
Total 1 6 2 2 11
Denmark Street
Low 1 1 0 1 2 1 0 0 6
Middle 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 2
High 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
Total 1 T_ 1 1 2 1 1 1 9
Stoney Hill
Low 0 0 1 4 5
Middle 0 0 1 0 1
High 1 1 0 0 2
Total 1 1 2 4 8





Tab le  F3 continued
Unity Street
Middle 1 1 0  2
High o 2 1 3
Total l 3 1 5
NUMBER OF MISSING OBSERVATIONS: 214






Number o f  Households in  Occupation C a teg ories
in  Tax Groups on Each S t r e e t ,
Tab le  F4 S t .  A u g u stin e 's  P a ris h , 1776
St. A's Back
Low 7 4 2 0 2 7 1 1 24
Middle 2 4 1 1 1 0 1 1 11
High 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
Total 9 8 6 1 3 7 2 2 38
College Green
Low 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
Middle o 1 5 0 1 0 0 0 7
High 1 2 3 1 0 5 1 4 17
Total 3 4 8 1 1 5 1 4 27
Pipe & Trenchard
Low 0 0 1 1 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 8
Horse Street
Low 3 1 1 1 3 1 1 11
Middle 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 3
Total 3 2 1 1 5 1 1 14
Trinity Street
Low 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 4
Middle 1 3 3 0 2 3 4 16
High 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2
Total 1 3 3 1 4 5 5 22
Orchard Street
Low 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
Middle 1 1 4 1 4 1 12
Total 1 1 5 1 4 1 13
Limekiln Lane
Low 0 1 3 1 2 1 1 0 9
Middle 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 4
High 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 2
Total 1 2 4 3 2 1 1 1 15
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
317
T ab le  F4 continued
Frog Lane
Low 2 2 0 5 1 10
Middle 0 1 1 0  0 2
Total 2 3 1 5 1 12
The Butts
Low 5 3 1 3  12
Middle 0 1 0  2 3
High 0 1 0  2 7
Total 5 5 1 7  18
Under the Bank
Low 2 1 1  4
High 1 0  0 1
Total 3 1 1  5
Mark Lane
Low 0 1 1
Middle 1 0 1
Total 1 1 2
Hanover Street
Low 1 2 1  2 0 0  3 0 0  0 0  9
Lower Green
Low 1 2 0 0 3
Middle 2 0 1 1 4
High 0 0 0 1 1
Total 3 2 1 2  8
Denmark Street
Low 3 0 3 1 2 4  1 0  14
High 0 1 0 0 0 0  0 1  2
Total 3 1 3 1 2 4  1 1  16
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T ab le  F4 con tinued
Stoney Hill
Low 1 2 0  2 2  1 1 1  10
Middle 0 0 1  1 0  1 0 1 4
High 0 0 1  0 0  0 0 0 1
Total 1 2  2 3 2 2 1 2  15
Unity Street
Middle 2 0 2
High 4 1 5
Total 6 1 7
Park Lane
Middle 1 2 1 0  4
High 3 0 4 1 8
Total 4 2 5 1 12
Culver Street
Low 0 2 2  0 0 2  0 0 0  0 0  6
Wells Street
Low 0 0 1  0 0 0  4 0 0  0 1  6
College Street
Low 1 2  1 4  1 9
Middle 0 1 1 0  0 2
Total 1 3 2 4 1 11
Brandon Hill
Low 1 0 1 1 3
Middle 0 1 0  0 1
Total 1 1 1  1 4
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APPENDIX G
Number of Householders 
in Occupation Categories in Tax Groups, 










Construction 12 1 0 13
Inns, food, drink 2 2 0 4
Sales & Service 1 1 2 4
Transport-land 1 1 0 2
Manufacturing 8 5 1 14
Mariners 11 12 3 26
Marine Construction 16 2 1 19
Mercantile 2 3 7 12
Container Makers 5 0 1 6
Gents et al 5 0 1 6
Totals 65 27 16 108
Percent 60.2 25.0 14.8
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Number of Householders 
in Occupation Categories in Tax Groups, 
Table G2 St. Augustine's Parish, 1739
Low Middle High Totals
Clothing 12 1 0 13
Construction 13 1 0 14
Inns, food, drink 4 2 3 9
Sales & Services 4 9 3 16
Transport-land 1 1 0 2
Manufacturing 7 3 3 13
Mariners 7 7 1 15
Marine Construction 7 4 1 12
Mercantile 2 10 13 25
Container Makers 7 4 1 12
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Number o f  Householders
in  Occupation C a teg o ries  in  Tax Groups,
T ab le  G3 S t .  A u g u stin e 's  P a ris h , 1759
Clothing 
Construction 
Inns, food, drink 
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Number o f Householders
in  Occupation C ateg ories  in  Tax Groups,
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Number o f  Householders
in  O ccupation C a teg o ries  by S t a b i l i t y ,
T ab le  G5 S t . A u g u stin e 's  P a ris h , 1722
Stable Unstable Total
Clothing 1 1 2
Construction 8 5 13
Inns, food, drink 4 0 4
Sales & Services 1 3 4
Transport-land 0 2 2
Manufacturing 8 6 14
Mariners 7 17 31
Marine Construction 11 9 20
Mercantile 10 3 13
Container Makers 3 3 6
Gents et al 3 4 7
Totals 63 53 116
Percent 54.3 45.7
Number of Householders 
in Occupation Categories by Stability, 
Table G6 St. Augustine's Parish, 1739
Stable Unstable Total
Clothing 8 5 13
Construction 12 4 16
Inns, food, drink 4 5 9
Sales & Services 8 8 16
Transport-1and 1 1 2
Manuf acturing 9 5 14
Mariners 7 10 17
Marine Construction 5 7 12
Mercantile 12 15 27
Container Maker 5 7 12
Gents et al 5 4 9
Totals 76 71 147
Percent 51.7 48.3 100.0
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Number of Householders 
in Occupation Categories by Stability, 
Table G7 St. Augustine's Parish, 1759
Stable Unstable Total
Clothing 9 1 10
Construction 5 0 5
Inns, food, drink 7 4 11
Sales & Services 15 9 24
Transport-land 4 2 6
Manuf acturing 6 1 7
Mariners 23 25 48
Marine Construction 9 2 11
Mercantile 15 8 23
Container Makers 5 1 6
Gents et al 9 4 13
Totals 107 57 164
Percent 65.2 34.8
Number of Households 
in Occupation Categories by Stability, 
Table G8 St. Augustine's Parish, 1776
Stable Unstable Total
Clothing 5 16 21
Construction 1 13 14
Inns, food, drink 9 28 37
Sales & Services 10 31 41
Transport-land 2 5 7
Manufacturing 9 17 26
Mariners 4 48 52
Marine Construction 1 9 10
Mercantile 6 28 34
Container Makers 0 5 5
Gents et al 5 16 21
Totals 52 216 268
Percent 19.4 80.6
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APPENDIX H
Table HI Vessels into Bristol, 25 June 1699 to 25 June 1700





















Baltic 15 6.3 2960 14.8










Middle Europe 24 9.9 1310 6.6
Spain & Canaries 
Portugal & Maderias No breakdown for Iberian totals
Iberia 40 16.7 3550 17.8
Streights + Gibralter 














Mediterranean Sea Included in Iberian totals
Total Foreign Europe 79 32.9 7820 39.2
Ireland














British Europe 68 28.3 2228 11.2





































Rebellious Colonies 38 15.3 4660 23.5
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T ab le  H I continued
No. % Tons %
Bermuda 0 0 0 0
Barbados 9 3.2 675 3.4
Jamaica 18 7.5 2060 10.4
Leeward Islands 28 11.7 2435 12.2
Others 0 0 0 0
British West Indies 55 22.4 5170 26.0
British America 93 37.7 9830 49.5





World 240 98.9 19878 99.9
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Table H2* Vessels into Bristol, 29 Sept. 1727 to 24 June 1728
Orgin No. % Tons %
Denmark and Norway 5 1.7 390 1.9
Russia 1 .3 130 .6
Sweden 2 .6 80 .3
East Country 8 2.7 675 3.3
Baltic 16 5.4 1275 6.3
(21) (1700) (5.6)
Germany 4 1.3 330 1.6
Holland 28 9.5 1526 7.5
France & Flanders 12 4.0 635 3.1
Middle Europe 44 15.0 2491 12.3
(59) (3321) (10.9)
Spain & Canaries 35 11.9 2110 10.4
Portugal & Maderias 20 6.8 1305 6.4
Iberia 55 18.7 3415 16.9
(73) (4553) (14.9)
Streights + Gibralter 0 0 0 0
Italy + Venice 8 2.7 790 3.9
Turkey 6 2.0 1150 5.7
Mediterranean Sea 14 4.7 1940 9.6
(19) (2586) (8.5)
Total Foreign Europe 129 44.0 9121 45.3
(172) (12160) (39.9)
Ireland 74 25.2 3318 16.4
Isle of Man, Guernsey, Jersey 1 .3 20 .1
Greenland
British Europe 75 25.5 3338 16.5
(100) (4450) (14.5)
Total Europe 204 69.6 12459 61.9
(272) (16610) (54.4)





British North America 11 3.7 585 2.9
(585) (1.9)
Georgia
New England 5 1.7 430 2.1
New York 3 1.0 230 1.1
North & South Carolina 4 1.3 345 1.7
Pennsylvania 3 1.0 190 .9
Virginia + Maryland 15 5.1 1565 7.7
Rebellious Colonies 30 10.2 2760 13.7
(56) (5110) (16.7)
*The earliest available data on Bristol shipping in the 1720s 
is from the first three-quarters of the corporate year 1728. 
The totals in parenthsis are projected annual totals based 
on the seasonal patterns of arrivals found in later records
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Tab le  V: continued
No. % Tons %
Bermuda
Barbados 13 4.4 1069 5.3
Jamaica 22 7.5 2435 12.1
Leeward Islands 10 3.4 810 4.0
Others 1 .3 50 .2














Foreign America 1 .3 100 .4
Africa 1 .3 50 .2
East Indies
World 293 100.0 20118 100.0
(420) (30555)
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France & Flanders 
Middle Europe
Spain & Canaries 
Portugal + Maderias 
Iberia
Streights + Gibralter 
Italy + Venice 
Turkey
Mediterranean Sea
Total Foreign Europe 
Ireland













North & South Carolina 
Pennsylvania 
Virginia + Maryland 
Rebellious Colonies
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Tab le  H3 continued
No. % Tons
Bermuda
Barbados 5 1.4 360
Jamaica 37 10.5 3930
Leeward Islands 17 4.8 1375
Others
British West Indies 59 16.7 5665
British America 124 45.1 11519
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France & Flanders 
Middle Europe
Spain & Canaries 
Portugal + Maderias 
Iberia
Streights + Gibralter 
Italy + Venice 
Turkey
Mediterranean Sea
Total Foreign Europe 
Ireland













North & South Carolina 
Pennsylvania 
Virginia + Maryland 
Rebellious Colonies
S ept. 1742 to  28 S e p t. 1743
% Tons %
2.2 640 3.0
.7 290 L 4
3.7 755 3.6
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Tab le  H4 continued
No. % Tons
Bermuda
Barbados 18 6.7 1480
Jamaica 39 14.6 4766
Leeward Islands 10 3.7 930
Others
British West Indies 67 25.0 7176
British America 117 43.6 11581
Foreign West Indies 
Honduras Bay 
Foreign America
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Tab le  H5 Vesse ls  in to  B r is t o l ,  29 S e p t. 1754 to  28 S ept. 1755
Origin No. % Tons %
Denmark and Norway 8 2.4 1600 5.4
Russia 8 2.4 1080 3.7
Sweden 9 2.7 1085 3.7
East Country 12 3.6 1244 4.2
Baltic 37 11.0 5009 17.0
Germany 8 2.4 465 1.6
Holland 11 3.3 899 3.0
France & Flanders 4 1.2 290 .7
Middle Europe 23 6.9 1654 5.3
Spain & Canaries 27 8.1 1923 6.5
Portugal + Maderias 17 5.1 1056 3.6
Iberia 38 13.2 2979 10.1
Streights + Gibralter
Italy + Venice 12 3.6 1090 3.7
Turkey
Mediterranean Sea 12 3.6 1090 3.7
Total Foreign Europe 110 34.7 10732 36.1
Ireland 73 22.0 3647 12.4
Isle of Man, Guernsey, Jersey 8 2.4 232 .8
Greenland 3 .9 831 2.8
British Europe 84 25.3 4710 16.0
Total Europe 194 60.0 15442 52.1





British North America 6 1.8 JbU l.Z
Georgia
New England 5 1.5 265 .9
New York 5 1.5 390 1.3
North & South Carolina 20 6.0 1775 6.0
Pennsylvania 4 1.2 310 1.1
Virginia + Maryland 29 8.7 3425 11.6
Rebellious Colonies 63 18.9 6165 20.9
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No. % Tons %
14 4.2 1032 3.5
33 10.0 4210 14.3
28 8.4 2305 7.8
" 75“ ' 22.6 7547 25.6
144 43.3 14072 47.7
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France & Flanders 
Middle Europe
Spain & Canaries 
Portugal + Maderias 
Iberia
Streights + Gibralter 
Italy + Venice 
Turkey
Mediterranean Sea
Total Foreign Europe 
Ireland













North & South Carolina 
Pennsylvania 
Virginia + Maryland 
Rebellious Colonies
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Tab le  H6 continued
No. % Tons %
Bermuda
Barbados 15 4.0 1484 4.6
Jamaica 27 7.2 3750 11.8
Leeward Islands 27 7.2 2640 8.3
Others
British West Indies 69“ '— 18 -. 4 ■-- W 4 — — 24-: 7-
British America 152 39.9 14672 46.2
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Table H7 Vessels into Bristol, 29 Sept. 1774 to 28 Sept. 1775
Origin No. % Tons %
Denmark and Norway 14 2.6 3445 5.7
Russia 16 3.0 3655 6.1
Sweden 13 2.4 1830 3.1
East Country 18 3.3 2645 4.4
Baltic 61 11.3 11575 19.3
Germany 14 2.6 1300 2.2
Holland 8 1.5 670 1.1
France & Flanders 1 .2 70 .1
Middle Europe 23 4.3 2040 3.4
Spain & Canaries 35 6.5 2457 4.1
Portugal + Maderias 18 3.3 1415 2.4
Iberia 53 9.8 3862 6.7
Streights + Gibralter
Italy + Venice 15 2.8 1385 2.3
Turkey
Mediterranean Sea 15 2.8 1385 2.3
Total Foreign Europe 152 28.2 18872 31.5
Ireland 113 20.8 6727 11.2
Isle of Man, Guernsey, Jersey 10 1.9 413 .7
Greenland
British Europe 123 22.7 7140 11.9
Total Europe 275 50.9 26012 43.4
New Foundland 13 2.4 925 1.5
Nova Scotia
Hudson Bay
Canada 7 1.3 720 1.2
Florida
British North America 20 3.7 1645 2.7
Georgia 1 .2 100 .2
New Engalnd 6 1.1 830 1.4
New York 36 6.6 3930 6.5
North & South Carolina 21 3.9 2188 3.6
Pennsylvania 31 5.7 3895 6.5
Virginia + Maryland 60 11.1 7973 13.3
Rebellious Colonies 155 28.6 18916 31.5
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Tab le  H7 continued
No. % Tons %
Bermuda
Barbados 5 .9 800 1.3
Jamaica 51 9.4 8036 13.4
Leeward Islands 21 3.9 3180 5.3
Others
British West Indies 77 14.2 12016 20.0
British America 252 46.5 32577 54.2
Foreign West Indies 
Honduras Bay
6 1.1 680 1.1
Foreign America 6 1.1 680 1.1
Africa 7 1.3 712 1.2
East Indies
World 542 60181
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